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SUNSHINE  ACT  MEETINGS .  23690 


INTRAUTERINE  CONTRACEPTIVE  DEVICES 

HEW/FDA  establishes  uniform  professional  and  patient 
labeling  for  lUDs:  effective  11-7-77  (Part  III  of  this 
issue)  .  23771 

FORMULATED  FORTIFIED  MILK-BASED 
PRODUCTS 

USDA/FNS  removes  certain  products  for  use  in  the 
Summer  Food  Service  Program  for  Children .  23606 

FOCUS  REPORTING  SYSTEM 

SEC  clarifies  and  updates  regulations  (2  documents); 
effective  6-30-77;  comments  by  5-30-77  (Part  IV  of 
this  issue) . .  23785 

NEW  ANIMAL  DRUGS 

HEW/FDA  approves  safe  use  of  diethylcarbamazine 
citrate  chewable  tablets  for  treating  certain  infections  in 
dogs;  effective  5-10-77 . 23600 

FARM  COOPERATIVES 

SBA  proposes  to  establish  eligibility  requirements  for 
financial  assistance;  comments  by  6-9-77 .  23614 

NATIONAL  REGISTER  OF  HISTORIC  PLACES 

Interior/NPS  publishes  list  of  pending  nominations .  23643 

DISCHARGE  REVIEW  BOARD 

DOD/AF  clarifies  jurisdiction,  authority . and  actions  of 
review  process;  effective  4-1-77 .  23601 

FREEDOM  OF  INFORMATION 

USDA  amends  fee  schedule;  effective  5-10-77 . .  23597 

FOOD  STAMP  PROGRAM 

USDA/FNS  modifies  authorization  procedure;  effective 
5-10-77  . . . . _ . .  23599 

INTERPRETATIONS 

FEA  publishes  interpretations  issued  during  1975  cal¬ 
endar  year  (Part  II  of  this  issue) .  23721 

AVOCADOS 

USDA/AMS  establishes  minimum  quality  and  maturity 
requirements;  comments  by  5-20-77 . « .  23607 
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(The  items  in  this  list  were  editorially  compiled  as  an  aid  to  Federal  Register  users.  Inclusion  or  exclusion  from  this  list  has  no  legal 
significance.  Since  this  list  Is  Intended  as  a  reminder,  it  does  not  Include  effective  dates  that  Occur  within  14  days  of  publication.) 


Rules  Going  Into  Effect  Today 


FDIC — Bank  clearing  agencies;  procedures 
for  insured  non-member  State  banks  ap¬ 
pealing  adverse  action..  19325;  4-13-77 


List  of  Public  Laws 


Note:  No  public  bills  which  have  become 
law  were  received  by  the  Office  of  the  Federal 
Register  for  inclusion  in  today's  List  or 
Public  Laws. 


AGENCY  PUBLICATION  ON  ASSIGNED  DAYS  OF  THE  WEEK 

The  six-month  trial  period  ended  August  6.  The  program  is  being  continued  on  a  voluntary  basis  (see  OFR 
notice,  41  FR  32914,  August  6,  1976).  The  following  agencies  have  agreed  to  remain  in  the  program: 


Monday 

Tuesday 

Wednesday 

Thursday 

Friday 

NRC 

USDA/ASCS 

NRC 

USDA/ASCS 

DOT/COAST  GUARD 

USDA/APHIS 

DOT/COAST  GUARD 

USDA/APHIS 

DOT/NHTSA 

USDA/FNS 

DOT/NHTSA 

USDA/FNS 

DOT/FAA 

USDA/REA 

• 

DOT/FAA 

USDA/REA 

DOT/OH  MO 

CSC 

DOT/OH  MO 

CSC 

DOT/OPSO 

LABOR 

DOT/OPSO 

LABOR 

HEW/ FDA 

HEW/ FDA 

Documents  normally  scheduled  on  a  day  that  will  be  a  Federal  holiday  will  be  published  the  next  work  day 
following  the  holiday. 

Comments  on  this  program  are  still  invited.  Comments  should  be  submitted  to  the  Day-of-the-Week  Program 
Coordinator,  Office  of  the  Federal  Register,  National  Archives  and  Records  Service,  General  Services  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Washington,  D.C.  20408. 


ATTENTION:  For  questions,  corrections,  or  requests  for  information  please  see  the  list  of  telephone  numbers 
appearing  on  opposite  page. 
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may  be  made  by  dialing  202-523-5240. 
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Subscription  orders  (GPO) .  202-783-3238 

Subscription  problems  (GPO) .  202-275-3050 


“Dial  -  a  •  Regulation"  (recorded  202-523-5022 


summary  of  highlighted  docu¬ 
ments  appearing  in  next  day’s 
issue). 

Scheduling  of  documents  for  523-5220 

publication. 

Copies  of  documents  appearing  in  523-5240 

the  Federal  Register. 

Corrections .  523-5286 

Public  Inspection  Desk .  523-5215 

Finding  Aids .  523-5227 

Public  Briefings:  “How  To  Use  the  523-5282 

Federal  Register." 

Code  of  Federal  Regulations  (CFR)..  523-5266 

Finding  Aids .  523-5227 


PRESIDENTIAL  PAPERS: 

Executive  Orders  and  Proclama-  523-5233 

tions. 

Weekly  Compilation  of  Presidential  523-5235 

Documents. 

Public  Papers  of  the  Presidents....  523^5235 

Index  . 523-5235 

PUBLIC  LAWS: 

Public  Law  dates  and  numbers .  523-5237 

Slip  Laws .  523-5237 

U.S.  Statutes  at  Large .  523-5237 

Index  - 523-5237 

U.S.  Government  Manual .  523-5230 

Automation  _  523-5240 

Special  Projects .  523-5240 
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USDA:  National  Forest  Management  Act  Committee 

of  Scientists.  5-26-77 . . .  23618 

Commerce/NBS:  Visiting  Committee.  6-27-77 .  23673 

Interior/NPS:  Appalachian  National  Scenic  Trail  Ad¬ 
visory  Council,  5-27-77 .  23643 

Justice:  -United  States  Circuit  Judge  Nominating 
Commission,  Eastern  Fifth  Circuit  Panel,  5-24, 

6-14,  and  6-27-77 .  23644 

Sixth  Circuit  Panel,  5-23,  6-6  and  6-20-77 .  23644 

NSF:  Advisory  Panel  for  Neurobiology,  6-1  thru 

6-3-77  .  23670 


Advisory  Panel  for  Sensory  Physiology  and  Percep¬ 
tion,  6-1  thru  6-3-77 . 23671 

Science  Applications  Task  Force,  5-23  and 

5-24-77  . 23671 

Office  of  the  Special  Representative  for  Trade  Nego¬ 
tiations:  Advisory  Committee  for  Trade  Negotiations, 

6-8-77  .  23671 

SEPARATE  PARTS  OF  THIS  ISSUE 

Part  II,  FEA. .  23721 

Part  III.  HEW/ FDA .  23771 

Part  IV,  SEC .  23785 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  regulatory  documents  having  general  applicability  and  legal  effect  most  of  which  are 
keyed  to  and  codified  in  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  which  is  published  under  SO  titles  pursuant  to  44  U.S.C.  1510. 

The  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  sold  by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents.  Prices  of  new  books  are  listed  in  the  first  FEDERAL 
REGISTER  Issue  of  each  month. 


Title  7 — Agriculture 

SUBTITLE  A— OFFICE  OF  THE  SECRETARY 

PART  I— ADMINISTRATIVE  REGULATIONS 
FEE  SCHEDULE 

Subpart  A— Official  Records 

AGENCY:  Department  of  Agriculture. 
ACTION :  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  amended  US.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture  fee  schedule  is  pub¬ 
lished  in  its  entirety.  The  amended  fee 
schedule  increases  the  fees  USDA  agen¬ 
cies  may  charge  for  responding  to  Free¬ 
dom  of  Information  Act  requests.  The 
increased  fees  are  necessary  to  offset  in¬ 
creased  costs. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  May  10,  1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Anthony  E.  Cooch,  Procurement, 
Grants  and  Agreements  Management 
Staff,  Office  of  Operations.  UJ3.  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture,  Washington, 
D.C.  20250.  (202-447-7527). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
On  Wednesday,  March  23,  1977,  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture  published  a 
notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  in  the 
Federal  Register  (42  FR  15708)  setting 
forth  a  proposed  amendment  of  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture  fee  schedule. 
Interested  persons  were  given  thirty  (30) 
days  to  submit  comments  concerning  the 
proposed  amendment;  no  comments 
were  received.  The  amended  fee  schedule 
contains  an  additional  revision  not 
shown  in  the  March  23,  1977,  Federal 
Register.  This  revision  involves  a  change 
of  address  for  the  Agricultural  Stabili¬ 
zation  and  Conservation  Service  as 
shown  in  Sections  10a  and  16c 9.  As  this 
revision  involves  a  matter  of  agency 
management  it  is  not  subject  by  law  to 
the  notice  and  public  procedure  require¬ 
ments  for  rulemaking  under  5  USC  553. 
Therefore,  public  participation  is  not 
being  sought  in  regards  to  this  address 
change.  In  accordance  with  the  above 
Appendix  A  to  7  CFR,  Subtitle  A,  Part 
1,  Subpart  A  is  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

Fee  Schedule 

Sec.  1.  General.  This  schedule  sets  forth 
fees  to  be  charged  for  providing  copies  of 
reoords.  Including  photographic  reproduc¬ 
tions,  microfilm,  maps  and  mosaics,  and 
related  services.  The  fees  set  forth  in  this 
schedule  are  applicable  to  all  agencies  and 
constituent  units  of  the  Department  of 
Agriculture. 

Sec.  2.  Facilities.  Records  and  related 
services  are  available  at  the  locations  spec¬ 
ified  by  the  agencies  In  their  statements  of 
organization  and  services.  Each  agency  Is 
responsible  for  promulgating  procedures  to 
facilitate  public  inspection  and  copying  of 


its  records.  Any  material  ofTered  for  sale  by 
the  Government  Printing  Office  should  be 
purchased  from  that  source.  Departmental 
agencies  will  not  stock  such  material  for 
public  sale. 

Agencies  do  not  stock  copies  of  forms  and 
publications  or  maintain  records  at  any  fa¬ 
cility  which  does  not  require  these  materials 
In  Its  operations. 

Sec.  3.  Fees  for  materials  and  services.  All 
agencies  of  the  Department  shall  be  guided 
by  the  fees  eet  forth  herein.  Any  changes 
or  additions  to  this  fee  schedule  shall  be 
made  by  amendment  to  or  revision  of  this 
schedule. 

Sec.  4.  Circumstances  governing  excep¬ 
tions  to  the  charging  o/  fees  for  records  and 
related  services.  (For  photographic  repro¬ 
ductions,  see  Sec.  12.) 

a.  Waiver  of  fees  for  records  and  related 
services.  Fees  may  be  waived  in  whole  or  In 
part  under  the  following  conditions: 

(1)  Where  Individual  collections  are  $3 
or  less. 

(2)  Where  the  furnishing  of  the  service 
without  charge  is  an  appropriate  courtesy  to 
a  foreign  country  or  international  organiza¬ 
tion;  or  comparable  fees  are  set  on  a  recipro¬ 
cal  basis  with  a  foreign  country  or  an  In¬ 
ternational  organization. 

(3)  Where  the  recipient  Is  engaged  in  a 
nonprofit  activity  designed  for  the  public 
safety,  health,  or  welfare. 

(4)  Where  the  agency  determines  that 
payment  of  the  full  fee  by  a  State,  local  gov¬ 
ernment,  or  nonprofit  group  would  not  be  In 
the  Interest  of  the  program  Involved. 

b.  Fees  not  to  be  charged  for  records  and 
related  services.  Fees  shall  not  be  charged 
under  the  following  conditions; 

(1)  When  the  furnishing  of  records  and 
related  services  Is  determined  by  the  agency 
to  be  In  the  public  interest  as  primarily  bene¬ 
fiting  the  general  public. 

(2)  When  filling  requests  from  other  De¬ 
partments  or  Government  agencies  for  official 
use,  provided  quantities  requested  are  rea¬ 
sonable  in  number. 

(3)  When  members  of  the  public  provide 
their  own  copying  equipment,  In  which  case 
no  copying  fee  will  be  charged. 

14)  When  any  notices,  decisions,  orders,  or 
other  material  are  required  by  law  to  be 
served  on  a  party  in  any  proceedings  or  mat¬ 
ter  before  any  Department  agency. 

(c)  Where  both  a.  and  b.  above  apply  to  a 
matter,  b.  shall  be  controlling. 

Sec.  5.  Limitations  of  copies,  a.  Agencies 
may  restrict  numbers  of  photocopies  and  di¬ 
rectives  furnished  the  public  to  one  copy  of 
each  page.  Copies  of  forms  provided  the 
public  shall  also  be  held  to  the  minimum 
practical.  Persons  requiring  any  large  quanti¬ 
ties  should  be  encouraged  to  take  single 
copies  to  commercial  sources  for  further  ap¬ 
propriate  reproduction. 

b.  Single  or  multiple  copies  of  transcripts, 
provided  the  Department  under  a  reporting 
service  contract,  may  be  obtained  from  the 
contractor  at  a  cost  not  to  exceed  the  cost  per 
page  charged  to  the  Department  for  extra 
copies.  The  contractor  may  add  a  postage 
charge  when  mailing  orders  to  the  public  but 
no  other  charge  may  be  added. 

Sec.  6.  Search  services,  a.  Search  services 
are  services  of  agency  personnel — clerical,  su¬ 


pervisory  or  professional  salary  level — used  In 
trying  to  find  the  records  sought  by  the  re¬ 
quester.  They  Include  time  spent  examining 
records  for  the  purpose  of  finding  records 
which  are  within  the  scope  of  the  request. 
They  also  Include  services  to  transport  per¬ 
sonnel  to  places  of  record  storage,  or  records 
to  the.  location  of  personnel  for  the  purpose 
of  the  search,  if  such  services  are  reasonably 
necessary. 

b.  Because  of  the  nature  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment's  business  and  records,  the  normal  lo¬ 
cation  of  a  record  In  a  file  or  other  facility 
will  not  be  considered  a  search.  This  would 
be  the  same  as  quickly  locating  a  piece  of 
material  for  purposes  of  answering  a  letter  or 
telephone  Inquiry,  and  Is  based  on  the  De¬ 
partment’s  obligation  to  respond  to  re¬ 
quests  furnishing  a  reasonably  specific  de¬ 
scription  of  the  record. 

Sec.  7.  Payments  of  fees  and  charges,  a. 
Payments  will  be  collected  to  the  fullest  ex¬ 
tent  possible  In  advance  or  at  the  time  the 
reauested  materials  are  furnished. 

b.  Except  as  otherwise  stipulated  by 
agency  procedures,  payment  shall  be  made 
by  check,  draft,  or  money  order  made  payable 
to  the  Treasurer  of  the  United  States,  but 
small  amounts  may  be  paid  in  cash,  particu¬ 
larly  where  services  are  performed  In  re¬ 
sponse  to  a  visit  to  a  Department  office. 

c.  Where  the  estimated  fees  to  be  charged 
exceed  $50,  a  deposit  of  50  percent  of  the  esti¬ 
mated  amount  shall  be  collected  from  the  re¬ 
quester  before  any  of  the  requested  materials 
are  reproduced. 

d.  Where  a  request  for  records  Indicates 
the  necessity  of  an  extensive  search,  the  re¬ 
quester  should  be  notified  of  that  fact  and 
of  the  possibility  of  an  unproductive  search. 
The  notification  should  offer  the  requester 
the  opportunity  to  confer  with  agency  per¬ 
sonnel  to  reform  his  request  to  meet  his 
needs  at  a  lower  fee.  When  an  extensive 
search  still  appears  necessary,  unless  the 
agency  determines  that  the  request  Is  In  the 
public  Interest  in  accordance  with  Section 
4b(l),  It  shall  Inform  the  requester  that  no 
search  will  be  undertaken  until  an  agree¬ 
ment  to  pay  applicable  fees  is  received,  in¬ 
cluding  a  deposit  of  50%  of  the  estimated  fee 
where  appropriate. 

Sec.  8.  Fees  for  records  and  related  services. 
a.  Photocopies  B%"  x  14"  or  smaller;  $0.10 
for  the  first  copy  and  $0.05  for  each  addi¬ 
tional  copy  of  the  same  page. 

b.  Photocopies  In  excess  of  8*A"  x  14";  $0.25 
per  linear  foot  of  the  longest  side  of  the  copy. 

c.  Manual  searches  will  be  charged  for  at 
the  rate  of  $4  per  hour  for  clerical  time  and 
$9  per  hour  for  supervisory  or  professional 
time.  Charges  will  be  computed  to  the  nearest 
quarter  hour  required  for  the  search.  A 
search  may  Involve  both  clerical  and  super¬ 
visory  or  professional  time. 

d.  Other  direct  costs  incurred  will  be  as¬ 
sessed  the  requester  at  the  actual  cost  to  the 
Government,  eg.,  where  records  are  re¬ 
quired  to  be  shipped  from  one  office  to  an¬ 
other  by  commercial  carrier  In  order  to 
timely  answer  the  request,  the  actual  freight 
charges  will  be  assessed  the  requester. 

e.  Computer  services  will  be  charged  for  at 
the  rates  established  In  the  Users  Manual  or 
Handbook  published  by  the  computer  center 
at  which  the  work  will  be  performed,  except 
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that  where  commercial  time-sharing  com¬ 
puter  sources  are  the  required  search  media, 
the  contract  rate  charged  by  the  commercial 
source  to  the  Government  will  be  charged.  A 
listing  follows  showing  where  those  rates 
are  published  and  the  office  from  which 
copies  may  be  obtained  or  at  which  the  rates 
may  be  examined. 

Port  Collins  Computer  Center  Users  Man¬ 
ual:  Port  Collins  Computer  Center,  U.S. 
Department  of  Agriculture.  3825  East  Mul¬ 
berry  Street  (P.O.  Box  1206),  Fort  Collins, 
Colorado  80521. 

New  Orleans  Computer  Center  Users  Manual : 
New  Orleans  Computer  Center,  U.S.  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture,  13800  Old  Gen- 
tilly  Road,  Building  350,  New  Orleans, 
Louisiana  70129. 

Kansas  City  Computer  Center  Us°rs  Manual : 
Kansas  City  Computer  Center,  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture,  8930  Ward  Parkway 
(P.O.  Box  205),  Kansas  City,  Missouri 
64141. 

Washington  Computer  Center  Users  Hand¬ 
book:  Washington  Computer  Center,  U.S. 
Department  of  Agriculture,  Room  S-100, 
South  Building.  12th  Street  and  Independ¬ 
ence  Ave.,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20250. 

St.  Louis  Computer  Center.  Charges  for  the 
St.  Louis  Computer  Center  will  be  based  on 
actual  expenses  incurred  in  performing  the 
search. 

St.  Louis  Computer  Center,  U.S.  Department 
of  Agriculture,  Farmers  Home  Administra¬ 
tion,  Business  Services  Branch,  1520  Mar¬ 
ket  Street,  St.  Louis,  Missouri  63103. 

f.  The  fees  do  not  Include  and  no  charge 
shall  be  made  for  (a)  time  spent  examining 
records  to  determine  whether  an  exemption 
can  and  should  be  asserted,  (b)  time  spent 
deleting  exempt  matter  being  withheld  from 
records  to  be  furnished,  or  (c)  time  spent  In 
monitoring  a  requester's  inspection  of  agency 
records. 

g.  Certifications,  $1  each;  Authentications 
under  Department  Seal  (including  aerial 
photographs),  $2  each. 

h.  Except  as  provided  In  section  9,  for  serv¬ 
ices  not  subject  to  the  Freedom  of  Informa¬ 
tion  Act  and  not  covered  by  (g)  above,  agen¬ 
cies  may  set  their  own  fees  In  accordance 
with  applicable  law. 

i.  The  fees  specified  In  a  through  f  of  this 
Section  apply  to  all  requests  for  services 
under  the  Freedom  of  Information  Act,  as 
amended  (5  USC  552),  unless  no  fee  is  to  be 
charged,  or  the  agency  has  determined  to 
waive  or  reduce  those  fees  pursuant  to  Sec¬ 
tion  4.  No  higher  fees  nor  charges  in  addition 
to  those  provided  for  in  this  schedule  may  be 
charged  a  party  requesting  search  or  duplica¬ 
tion  services  under  the  Freedom  of  Informa¬ 
tion  Act. 

J.  The  fees  specified  in  g  and  h  of  this 
Section  and  in  Sections  9  through  16  of  this 
schedule  apply  to  requests  for  services  other 
than  those  subject  to  the  Freedom  of  Infor¬ 
mation  Act.  The  authority  for  establishment 
of  these  fees  at  3l  USC  483a  and  other  ap¬ 
plicable  law. 

Sec.  9.  Photographic  reproduction,  micro¬ 
film,  mosaic  and  maps.  Reproduction  of  such 
aerial  or  other  photographic  microfilm,  mo¬ 
saic  and  maps  as  have  been  obtained  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  authorized  work  of  the  De¬ 
partment  may  be  sold  at  the  estimated  cost  of 
furnishing  such  reproductions  as  prescribed 
in  this  schedule. 

Sec.  10.  Agencies  which  furnish  photo¬ 
graphic  reproductions. — a.  Aerial  photo¬ 
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graphic  reproductions.  The  following  agen¬ 
cies  of  the  Department  furnish  aerial  photo¬ 
graphic  reproductions: 

Agricultural  Stabilization  and  Conservation 
Service  (ASCS).  APFO,  USDA-ASCS,  2222 
West  2300  South,  P.O.  Box  30010,  Salt  Lake 
City,  Utah  84125. 

Forest  Service  (FS),  24  LOB  RP-E,  Arlington. 
Virginia  22209.  or  nearest  Forest  Service 
Regional  Office. 

Soil  Conservation  Service  (SCS),  Cartogra¬ 
phic  Division.  SCS,  Washington.  D  C.  20250, 
or  Cartographic  Unit  in  nearest  SCS  Tech¬ 
nical  Service  Center. 

b.  Other  photographic  reproductions.  Other 
types  of  photographic  reproductions  may  be 
obtained  from  the  following  agencies  oi  the 
Department : 

Agricultural  Stabilization  and  Conservation 
Service  (ASCS)  (Address  above). 

Forest  Service  (Address  above). 

Office  of  Communication,  Photographic  Divi¬ 
sion,  Room  536A.  Washington,  D.C.  20250. 
Soil  Conservation  Service,  Information  Divi¬ 
sion,  Audio  Visual  Branch.  Washington, 
D.C.  20250. 

National  Agricultural  Library,  Information 
Officer,  Room  204,  Beltsville,  Maryland 
20705. 

Sec.  if.  Photographic  Sales  Committee.  The 
Photographic  Sales  Committee  consists  of 
representatives  designated  by  Department 
agencies  principally  concerned  with  the  sale 
of  photographic  reproductions.  The  Com¬ 
mittee  recommends  prices  at  which  photo¬ 
graphic  and  mosaic  reproductions,  except 
library  material,  shall  be  sold,  and  other 
matters  related  to  photographic  reproduc¬ 
tions. 

Sec.  12.  Circumstances  under  which  photo¬ 
graphic  revroductions  mag  be  provided  free. 
Reproductions  may  be  furnished  tree  at  the 
discretion  of  the  agency,  it  it  determines  this 
action  to  be  in  the  public  Interest,  to: 


Class  of  work 


a.  Press,  radio,  television,  and  newsreel 
representatives  for  dissemination  to  the  gen¬ 
eral  public. 

b.  Agencies  of  State  and  local  governments 
carrying  on  a  function  related  to  that  of  the 
Department  when  it  will  help  to  accomplish 
an  objective  of  the  Department. 

c.  Cooperators  and  others  furthering  agri¬ 
cultural  programs.  Generally,  only  one  print 
of  each  photograph  should  be  provided  free. 

Sec.  13.  Loans.  Aerial  photographic  film 
negatives  or  reproductions  may  not  be  loaned 
outside  the  Federal  Government. 

Sec.  14.  Sales  of  positive  prints  under  Gov¬ 
ernment  contracts.  The  annual  contract  for 
furnishing  single  and  double  frame  slide 
film  negatives  and  positive  prints  to  agen¬ 
cies  of  the  Department.  County  Extension 
Agents,  and  others  cooperating  with  the  De¬ 
partment.  carries  a  stipulation  that  the  suc¬ 
cessful  bidder  must  agree  to  furnish  slide  film 
positive  prints  to  such  persons,  organiza¬ 
tions,  and  associations  as  may  be  authorized 
by  the  Department  to  purchase  them. 

Sec.  15.  Procedure  for  handling  orders.  In 
order  to  expedite  handling,  all  orders  should 
contain  adequate  identifying  information. 
Agencies  furnishing  aerial  photographic  re¬ 
productions  require  that  all  such  orders  iden¬ 
tify  the  photographs.  Each  agency  has  its 
own  procedure  and  order  forms. 

Sec.  16.  Photographic  reproduction  prices. 
The  prices  for  photographic  reproductions 
listed  here  are  the  most  generally  requested 
items. 

a.  National  Agricultural  Library.  The  fol¬ 
lowing  prices  are  applicable  to  National  Agri¬ 
cultural  Library  items  only:  Microfilm — $1.00 
for  each  30  pages  or  fraction  thereof.  Pho- 
toreproductlon — $1  for  each  10  pages. 

b.  General  photographic  reproductions. 
Minimum  charge  $1  per  order.  All  sizes  are 
approximate.  An  extra  charge  may  be  nec¬ 
essary  for  excessive  laboratory  time  caused 
by  any  special  Instructions  from  the  pur¬ 
chaser. 


Unit  Price 


1.  Black  and  white  copy  negatives  and  film  positives: 

4inx5  in .  . . .  Each _ 1 . 

5  in  x  7  in . . . . . \ . . . . . . do . 

8  in  x  10  in . . . do . T._ 

11  in  x  14  in . . . . . . . do . 

2.  Black  and  white  enlargements: 

Up  to  8  in  x  10  in . . . . . __ . . do . . 

11  in  x  14  in _ _ _ _ do _ 

Over  11  in  x  14  in _ _ _ _ _ _ Per  square  foot.. 

3.  Reductions  (from  any  sire  negative) _ _ _ _ _ _ 

4.  Slides— black  and  white  (from  copy  negative): 

2  in  x  2  in  cardboard  mounted .  . . . Each . . 

.Hi  in  x  3(4  in . . . . . _  * . . do . 

Original  color  (from  flat  copy) . ido . 

Duplicate  color  (2  in  x  2  in  cardboard  mounted) . . . do . . 


(Duplicate  color  slides  are  slides  copied  from  35  mm  color  slides  only.  Slides  made 
from  black  and  white  material,  or  from  transparencies  larger  or  smaller  than 
35  inn),  will  be  charged  at  the  same  rates  shown  for  black  and  white  and  original 
color  slides.) 

5.  Color  transparencies  (  4  in  x  5  in).  _L . : . . . do. 

6.  Color  prints . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

7.  Current  USDA  slide  sets  in  stock:  * 

1  to  50  frames _ _ _ _ _ _ 

51  to  60  frames. - - - - - - - - 

61  to  75  frames . . . - . . . . . 

76  to  St5  frames. _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 

96  to  105  frames _ _ _  _ _ _ _ 

106  to  130  frames . . . . . . . . 

(Prices  include  printed  narrative  guide.) 

The  following  can  be  purchased  for  the  corresponding  slide  sets  above: 

Cassettes _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I . . . 


8.  Milk  sedimentation  standards  (Sin  x  7  in  black  and  white  photograph) -  Each. . 

R  Seeds  and  seedlings  (any  size) _ ----- - - do. 


$4.20 

4.50 

5.40 

8.40 

3.30 

4.80 

4.20 

4.20 


3.00 

4.20 

2.25 
.  35 


R00 

(') 

14.  50 

16.50 

18.50 

21.50 
23.00 
26.  30 


3.00 

1.25 

2.40 


1  By  quotation. 
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c.  Aerial  photographic  reproductions.  No 
minimum  charge  on  aerial  photographic  re¬ 
productions.  All  prints  are  furnished  un¬ 
mounted  and  un trimmed. 

1.  Contact  prints.  The  prices  for  contact 
prints  are  set  forth  below.  The  size  refers 
to  the  approximate  size  of  the  contact  print. 

Each 

Size  9  x  9  In  on  commercial  grade 
paper - $3.00 

3.  Enlargements  (projection  prints).  The 
prices  for  enlargements  of  various  sizes  are 
set  forth  below.  The  size  In  each  case  refers 
to  the  approximate  size  of  paper  required  to 
produce  the  enlargement  ordered. 


Size:  Price  each 

9  x  9  In  (from  70  mm) _ $3. 00 

12  x  13  to _  4.00 

17  x  17  In _  8.00 

34  x  24  In _  6.50 

38  X  38  In _  16.00 


For  larger  size  reproductions,  add  $2.00 
for  each  additional  12  Inches  or  fraction 
thereof,  linear  measurement. 

3.  Aerial  photo-index  sheets,  size  20  x  24 
Inches. 

Price 

Quantity:  each 

Any  quantity _ *6.00 

4.  Film  positives.  Contact  printed  from 

aerial  negatives,  size  9x9  Inches. 

Price 

Quantity:  each 

Any  quantity _ *3.00 

8.  Copy  negatives.  On  film,  aerial  expo¬ 

sures.  size  9x9  Inches. 

Price 

Quantity:  each 

Any  quantity _ *3. 00 

6.  Aperture  cards  and  printouts.  ' 


1st  unit 

Each  addi¬ 
tional  unit 

Duplicate  of  an  aperture  card. . 

$1.00 

$0.10 

Aperture  card  from  photoindex 

1.00 

.25 

Printout  from  aperture  card _ 

1.00 

.60 

7.  Color  photography.  Furnished  only  by 
the  Regional  Forest  Service  Aerial  Photog¬ 
raphy  Laboratories  at  Ogden,  Utah  and  San 
Francisco.  California,  and  the  Agricultural 
Stabilization  and  Conservation  Service  Aerial 
Photography  Field  Office  In  Salt  Lake  City, 
Utah. 

Positive  contact  print  made  from 


negative _ *7.00 

Transparency  9x9  Inches _ 12. 00 

Enlargements  12  x  12  Inches _ 16. 00 

Enlargements  17  x  17  inches - 20. 00 

Enlargements  24  x  24  Inches _ 25. 00 

Enlargements  38  x  38  Inches - 40. 00 


8.  Landsat /sky lab  imagery.  Furnished  only 
by  the  Agricultural  Stabilization  and  Con¬ 
servation  Service  Aerial  Photography  Field 
Office  In  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah. 


Black  and  white 

Color 

Contact  print  (70  mm) . 

$1.50 

Transparencies  (70  mm) . 

3.00 

$5.60 

Contact  print  *  in  x  9  in _ 

3.00 

7.00 

Transparencies  9  in  s  9  in.... 

6.00 

12.00 

Enlargements  12  in  x  12  In.... 

6.00 

15.00 

Enlargements  17  in  x  17  in _ 

8.00 

aa  oo 

Enlargements  24  in  x  24  in _ 

15.00 

25.00 

Enlargements  38  in  x  38  in _ 

25.00 

4a  oo 

Composite  negative  9  in  x  9  in 

_ _ _ _ - 

14  00 

9.  Special  need.  For  special  needs  not  cov¬ 
ered  above,  persons  desiring  aerial  photo¬ 
graphic  reproductions  should  contact  the 


agencies  listed  In  Section  10a  or  the  Depart¬ 
ment  Aerial  Photography  Coordinator,  Aerial 
Photography  Field  Office,  USDA-ASC8,  2222 
West  2300  South.  P.O.  Box  30010,  Salt  Lake 
City,  Utah  84126. 

Sxc.  17.  Sound  recordings. 

Reel  to  reel  or  cassette: 


7  min . *8.20 

15  min _  7.  25 

22  Vi  min .  8.  30 

30  min _ 9.  20 

37  Vi  min . 10.80 

45  min _ 11.80 

62  Vi  min . . . 12.60 

60  min. _ 13.  20 


(6  US.C.  301;  6  U.S.C.  622  ;  31  U8.C.  483a; 
and  7  CFR  2.79(a)  (8)  (111).) 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  3rd  day 
of  May  1977. 

E.  Alvarez, 
Director. 

|FR  Doc.77-13136  Filed  6-9-77:8:46  am] 


CHAPTER  II— FOOD  AND  NUTRITION 
SERVICE.  U.S.  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRI¬ 
CULTURE 

SUBCHAPTER  C — FOOD  STAMP  PROGRAM 

(Arndt.  No.  102) 

PART  272— PARTICIPATION  OF  RETAIL 
FOOD  STORES.  WHOLESALE  FOOD 
CONCERNS,  MEAL  SERVICES,  AND 
BANKS 

AGENCY:  Food  and  Nutrition  Service, 
USDA. 

ACTION :  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  rule  deals  with  the 
process  the  Food  and  Nutrition  Service 
(FNS)  follows  in  reviewing  the  authori¬ 
zation  of  a  participating  firm  which  no 
longer  appears  to  meet  the  criteria  for 
authorization.  The  present  regulation  re¬ 
quires  FNS  to  request  a  new  application 
for  authorization  from  the  firm.  In  prac¬ 
tice,  the  new  application  usually  contains 
Information  already  available  to  FNS. 
Consequently,  the  new  application  is  not 
needed,  and  this  rule  does  away  with 
the  requirement  that  it  be  submitted. 
Therefore,  in  situations  in  which  the  na¬ 
ture  of  a  firm’s  business  has  changed  and 
the  firm  no  longer  appears  to  meet  the 
criteria  for  authorization,  FNS  will  pro¬ 
ceed  directly  to  issue  a  notice  to  the  firm 
that  its  authorization  is  being  with¬ 
drawn.  Any  firm  whose  authorization  is 
withdrawn  under  this  rule  will  have  the 
right  to  request  administrative  and  judi¬ 
cial  review  of  the  determination. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  May  10,  1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Nancy  Snvder,  Director,  Food  Stamp 
Program,  Food  and  Nutrition  Service, 
UJ3.  Department  of  Agriculture.  Wash¬ 
ington.  D.C.  20250.  (202-447-8982) . 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
On  January  4,  1977,  the  Food  and  Nutri¬ 
tion  Service  published  a  proposed  rule 
(42  FR  780)  to  amend  Part  272  of  the 
Food  Stamp  Program  Regulations.  Most 
of  the  comments  received  were  favorable. 


Discussion  of  Major  Comments 

Only  four  letters  were  received  during 
the  comment  period,  which  expired  Feb¬ 
ruary  3,  1977,  on  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ment  to  {  272.1(h).  Three  of  the  letters 
were  from  State  agencies — Nebraska, 
Montana,  and  Ohio.  They  supported  the 
proposal.  The  remaining  letters,  from  a 
retail  grocers’  association,  expressed  op¬ 
position  to  the  proposal  because  the  pro¬ 
cedure  imposes  “severe  hardship  on  local 
retail  grocers.’’  since  it  makes  them  “re¬ 
sponsible  for  initiating  administrative 
procedures  to  preserve  a  participatory 
right  in  a  government  program.”  The 
grocer  association  contended  that  the 
procedure  for  requesting  administrative 
review  is  complicated  and  that  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  and  Code  of  Federal  Reg¬ 
ulations.  which  would  explain  the  proce¬ 
dure,  are  generally  inaccessible  to 
grocers.  The  association  supported  the 
present  requirement  that  FNS  request  a 
new  application  any  time  it  receives  new 
or  additional  information. 

FNS  has  decided  to  publish  the  rule  as 
it  appeared  in  the  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking.  In  situations  in  which  FNS 
withdraws  authorizations  of  participat¬ 
ing  firms,  the  new  applications  submitted 
by  the  firms  have  seldom  contained  in¬ 
formation  which  FNS  did  not  already 
have,  and  FNS  normally  acted  immedi¬ 
ately  to  withdraw  their  authorizations. 
As  a  result,  the  firms  have  to  submit 
unneeded  applications,  and  were  still  im¬ 
mediately  faced  with  the  problem  of  how 
to  request  review.  The  notice  of  with¬ 
drawal  which  FNS  sends  to  such  firms 
explains  the  procedure  for  requesting  re¬ 
view.  A  copy  of  the  applicable  regulations 
is  always  enclosed. 

Accordingly,  Part  272  is  amended  as 
follows: 

Section  272.1  is  amended  by  deleting 
paragraph  (g) ,  relettering  paragraph  (h) 
as  paragraph  (g),  and  adding  a  new 
paragraph  (h) .  The  new  paragraph  (h) 
reads  as  follows: 

§  272.1  Approval  of  retail  food  stores, 
wholesale  food  concerns,  and  meal 
services. 

#  »  »  #  * 

(h)  FNS  will  periodically  review  the 
nature  and  scope  of  participating  firms’ 
business.  If  FNS  receives  new  or  addi¬ 
tional  information  about  a  firm  involving 
any  of  the  criteria  set  forth  in  paragraph 
(b).  (c),  and  (d)  of  this  section,  FNS 
shall  make  a  determination  as  to  wheth¬ 
er  the  firm’s  continued  participation 
serves  to  further  the  purposes  of  the  pro¬ 
gram.  FNS  shall  withdraw  approval  to 
participate  if  a  determination  is  made 
that  the  firm  does  not  qualify  for  contin¬ 
ued  participation.  Any  withdrawal  of  au¬ 
thorization  shall  be  subject  to  adminis¬ 
trative  review  under  the  provisions  of 
I  272.8. 

•  *  •  •  • 

(78  Stat.  703,  M  amended,  7  US.C.  2011- 
2026.) 

Non. — The  Food  and  Nutrition  8ervice  has 
determined  that  this  document  does  not  con- 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  42,  NO.  90 — TUESDAY,  MAY  10,  1977 


23600 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


tain  a  major  proposal  requiring  preparation 
of  an  Economic  Impact  Statement  under  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Order  11821  and  OMB  Circular  A- 
107. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
grams,  No.  10.551,  Food  Stamps.) 

Dated:  April  30, 1977. 

Carol  Tuckfr  Foreman, 
Assistant  Secretary. 
|FR  Doc.77-13179  Filed  5-9-77:8:45  am| 

Title  14 — Aeronautics  and  Space 

CHAPTER  II— CIVIL  AERONAUTICS 
BOARD 

SUBCHAPTER  E— ORGANIZATION 
REGULATIONS 

(Reg.  OR-116,  Amdt.  61 1 

PART  385 — DELEGATION  AND  REVIEW  OF 
ACTION  UNDER  DELEGATION;  NON¬ 
HEARING  MATTER 

Delegation  of  Authority  to  the  Chief,  Gov¬ 
ernment  Rates  Division,  Bureau  of  Ec¬ 
onomics,  to  Issue  Final  Orders  For 
Administering  the  Local  Service  Class 
Subsidy  Rate 

AGENCY:  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 
ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY :  This  rule  expands  the  dele¬ 
gated  authority  to  the  Chief,  Govern¬ 
ment  Rates  Division.  Bureau  of  Econom¬ 
ics,  concerning  outine  procedures  for 
administering  the  local  service  class  sub¬ 
sidy  rate,  in  order  to  improve  adminis¬ 
trative  efficiency. 

DATES: 

Effective:  May  4,  1977. 

Adopted:  May  4,  1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Simon  J.  Eilenberg,  Rules  Division, 
Civil  Aeronautics  Board,  1825  Connec¬ 
ticut  Avenue.  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20428. (202-673-5442). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
The  procedures  for  administering  the 
local  service  class  subsidy  require  Board 
approval  for  the  issuance  of  two  types  of 
final  orders  in  addition  to  show-cause 
orders.  These  orders  are  of  a  routine 
nature  and  are  required  to  update  the 
local  service  class  subsidy  rate  on  a  re¬ 
current  basis. 

One  type  of  such  order  outlines  in¬ 
formation  and  updates  reporting  require¬ 
ments  concerning  the  distribution  of  re¬ 
ported  services  and  financial  data  to 
selected  categories  of  services  for  the 
semiannual  review  of  subsidy-eligible 
and  subsidy-ineligible  operations.  Direct 
air  carriers  are  required  to  submit  this 
information  to  the  Board  so  that  we  can 
prepare  the  semiannual  amendments  to 
the  current  Class  Rate  VIII. 

The  second  type  of  order  issues  ad 
hoc  adjustments  to  each  carrier’s  in¬ 
dividual  subsidy  ceiling  under  the  class 
rate.  The  cumulative  daily  ceilings  are 
raised  or  lowered  to  reflect  cost  increases 
or  savings  which  have  resulted  from  the 
addition,  reinstatement,  suspension,  or 


deletion  of  subsidy-free  eligible  commu¬ 
nities  from  the  carrier’s  route  schedule. 
Adjustments  of  the  subsidy  ceilings  are 
based  on  a  standard  procedure  using  the 
net  change  between  a  carrier's  cost  in 
providing  service  under  a  prevailing 
flight  pattern  prior  to  the  addition,  dele¬ 
tion,  or  reinstatement  of  a  community, 
and  that  of  the  revised  flight  pattern. 

No  substantive  policy  decisions  are  in¬ 
volved  in  the  issuance  of  either  of  these 
orders.  We  believe  that  the  delegation  of 
authority  to  issue  final  orders  concerning 
these  routine  matters  would  expedite  the 
administration  of  the  local  service  class 
subsidy  note  by  removing  such  nonpolicy 
matters  from  the  Board’s  direct  con¬ 
sideration. 

Since  this  amendment  is  administra¬ 
tive  in  nature,  affecting  a  rule  of  agency 
organization  and  procedure,  the  Board 
finds  that  notice  and  public  procedures 
are  unnecessary,  and  that  the  rule  may 
become  effective  immediately. 

Accordingly,  the  Board  hereby  amends 
Part  385  of  its  Organization  Regulations 
( 14  CFR  Part  385  > ,  effective  May  4,  1977, 
as  follows: 

Amend  §  385.16  by  adding  new  para¬ 
graphs  <i»  and  <j>  to  read  as  follows: 

§  385. 1  6  Delegation  lo  the  Chief,  Gov¬ 
ernment  Kates  Division,  Bureau  of 
Economics. 

*  *  *  *  • 

(i)  Issue  final  orders  amending  the  re¬ 
porting  requirement  for  distribution  of 
reported  services  and  financial  data  to 
selected  categories  for  the  semiannual 
review  of  subsidy -eligible  and  subsidy- 
ineligible  operations  under  the  local  serv¬ 
ice  class  subsidy  rate 

(j)  Issue  final  orders  making  ad  hoc 
adjustments  to  individual  carrier  sub¬ 
sidy  ceilings  under  the  local  service  class 
subsidy  rate  for  the  addition,  reinstate¬ 
ment.  suspension  or  deletion  of  subsidy- 
eligible  communities  to  the  carrier’s 
route  system. 

(Sec.  204(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958.  as  amended.  72  Stat.  743:  49  U.S.C.  1324. 
Reorganization  Plan  No.  3  of  1961,  75  Stat. 
837,  26  FR  5989;  (49  U.S.C.  1324  (note)).) 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 

Secretary. 

I  FR  Doc  77-13263  Filed  5-9-77:8:45  am| 


Title  21 — Food  and  Drugs 

CHAPTER  I— FOOD  AND  DRUG  ADMINIS¬ 
TRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

SUBCHAPTER  E— ANIMAL  DRUGS.  FEEDS,  AND 
RELATED  PRODUCTS 

PART  520— ORAL  DOSAGE  FORM  NEW 
ANIMAL  DRUGS  NOT  SUBJECT  TO 
CERTIFICATION 

Diethylcarbamazine  Citrate  Chewable 
Tablets 

AGENCY:  Food  and  Drug  Administra¬ 
tion. 

ACTION :  Final  rule. 


SUMMARY:  The  agency  approves  a  new 
animal  drug  application  ( 104-493 V)  filed 
by  Norden  Laboratories,  Inc.,  providing 
for  the  safe  and  effective  use  of  diethyl- 
carbamazine  citrate  chewable  tablet  for 
use  in  the  prevention  of  heartworm  infec¬ 
tion  and  as  an  aid  in  the  treatment  of 
ascarid  infections  in  dogs.  The  Commis¬ 
sioner  of  Food  and  Drugs  is  amending 
Part  520  (21  CFR  Part  520)  to  reflect 
this  approval. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  May  10,  1977. 

ADDRESS:  Hearing  Clerk  (HFC-20), 
Food  and  Drug  Administration.  Rm.  4-65, 
5600  Fishers  Lane.  Rockville.  Md.  20857. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Henry  Hewitt,  Bureau  of  Veterinary 

Medicine  (HFV-112),  Food  and  Drug 

Administration,  5600  Fishers  Lane, 

Rockville,  Md.  20857.  (301-443-3430). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION : 
The  application  was  filed  by  Norden 
Laboratories,  Inc.,  Lincoln,  NE  68501.  It 
proposes  the  safe  and  effective  use  of 
diethylcarbamazine  citrate  chewable  tab¬ 
lets  for  the  prevention  of  infection  with 
Dirofllaria  immitis  (heartworm  disease) 
and  as  an  aid  in  the  treatment  of  ascarid 
infections  in  dogs.  In  accordance  with 
§  514.11(e)  (2)  (ii)  (21  CFR  514.11(e)  (2) 
(ii) ) ,  a  summary  of  the  safety  and  effec¬ 
tiveness  data  and  information  submitted 
to  support  approval  of  this  application  is 
released  publicly.  The  summary  is  avail¬ 
able  for  public  examination  at  the  office 
of  the  Hearing  Clerk,  Food  and  Drug  Ad¬ 
ministration,  during  regular  working 
hours. 

(Sec.  512(1),  82  Stat.  347  (21  U.S.C.  360b(i) ) ) 
and  under  authority  delegated  to  the  Com¬ 
missioner  (21  CFR  5.1). 

Part  520  is  amended  by  adding  new 
§  520.622c  to  read  as  follows: 

§  520.622c  Diethylcarbamazine  citrate 
rlienuble  tablets. 

(a>  Specifications.  Each  tablet  con¬ 
tains  60  to  180  milligrams  of  diethylcar¬ 
bamazine  citrate. 

(b)  Sponsor.  See  No.  011519  in  $  510.- 
600(c)  of  this  chapter. 

(c)  Conditions  of  use — (fj  Amount.  3 
milligrams  per  pound  of  body  weight  per 
day  for  the  prevention  of  heartworm  dis¬ 
ease:  25  to  50  milligrams  per  pound  of 
body  weight  for  the  treatment  of  ascarid 
infections. 

(2)  Indications  for  use.  For  the  pre¬ 
vention  of  infection  with  Dirofllaria  im¬ 
mitis  <  heartworm  disease) ,  and  as  an  aid 
in  the  treatment  of  ascarid  < Toxocara 
canist  and  ( Toxascaris  leonina )  infec¬ 
tions  in  dogs. 

(3)  Limitations.  Administer  by  free- 
choice  feeding  or  crumble  and  place  on 
food.  Dogs  with  established  adult  heart- 
worm  infections  should  not  be  treated 
until  converted  to  a  negative  status.  For 
treatment  of  ascarid  infections,  repeat 
the  dose  10  to  20  days  after  the  first  treat¬ 
ment.  Federal  law  restricts  this  drug  to 
use  by  or  on  the  order  of  a  licensed 
veterinarian. 
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Effective  date:  This  regulation  be¬ 
comes  effective  on  May  10,  1977. 

(Sec.  612(i) ,  82  Stat.  347  (21  U.S.C.  360b(i)).) 
Dated:  May  3, 1977. 

Philip  D.  Cazier. 
Acting  Director, 
Bureau  of  Veterinary  Medicine. 

| PR  Doc.77-13198  Filed  6-9-77:8:45  am| 


Title  24 — Housing  and  Urban 
Development 

CHAPTER  II— OFFICE  OF  ASSISTANT  SEC¬ 
RETARY  FOR  HOUSING— FEDERAL 
HOUSING  COMMISSIONER,  DEPART¬ 
MENT  OF  HOUSING  AND  URBAN  DE¬ 
VELOPMENT 

SUBCHAPTER  B — MORTGAGE  AND  LOAN  IN¬ 
SURANCE  PROGRAMS  UNDER  NATIONAL 
HOUSING  ACT 

|  Docket  No.  R- 77 -431 1 

PART  241— SUPPLEMENTARY  FINANCING 
FOR  INSURED  PROJECT  MORTGAGES 

Eligibility  of  Hospitals  for  Supplemental 
Loans;  Correction 

AGENCY:  Office  of  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Housing — Federal  Housing  Commis¬ 
sioner,  HUD. 

ACTION:  Correction. 

SUMMARY:  This  document  corrects  a 
final  rule  that  appeared  at  page  3162  in 
the  Federal  Register  of  January  17, 
1977. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  January  17,  1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Lillian  Erickson,  Rules  Docket  Clerk, 
451  Seventh  Street,  SW„  Washington, 
D.C.  20410.  Phone  number  (202)  755- 
7603. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
The  second  sentence  in  8  241.125  is  cor¬ 
rected  by  adding  the  words  “to  purchase 
equipment  to  be  used  in”  immediately 
following  the  word  “used”  and  immedi¬ 
ately  before  the  words  "the  operation”. 

(Sec.  7(d),  Department  of  Housing  and  Ur¬ 
ban  Development  Act.  (42  U.S.C.  3535(d)).) 

Lawrence  B.  Simons, 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Housing, 
Federal  Housing  Commissioner. 

| FR  Doc.77-13284  Filed  5-9-77:8:45  ami 


Title  29 — Labor 

CHAPTER  XVII— OCCUPATIONAL  SAFETY 
AND  HEALTH  ADMINISTRATION,  DE¬ 
PARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

PART  1910— OCCUPATIONAL  SAFETY 
AND  HEALTH  STANDARDS 

Emergency  Temporary  Standard  for  Occu¬ 
pational  Exposure  to  Benzene;  Correction 

AGENCY :  Occupational  Safety  and 
Health  Administration,  Department  of 
Labor. 

ACTION:  Correction  to  Emergency 
Temporary  Standard. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  announces  a 
correction  to  the  emergency  temporary 
standard  for  occupational  exposure  to 
benzene. 


EFFECTIVE  DATE:  May  21,  1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Mr.  James  Foster.  Office  of  Public  Af¬ 
fairs.  OSHA,  Third  Street  and  Consti¬ 
tution  Avenue,  NW..  Room  N-3641, 
Washington,  D  C.  20210,  202-523-8151. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
On  May  3. 1977.  an  emergency  temporary 
standard  for  occupational  exposure  to 
benzene  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  <42  FR  22516).  The  preamble 
explains  that  the  employer  is  to  provide 
a  copy  of  the  physician's  written  opinion 
to  the  employee.  That  provision  was  in¬ 
advertently  omitted  from  the  standard, 
however.  Accordingly.  FR.  Doc.  77-12726 
<42  FR  22516,  May  3,  1977)  is  corrected 
by  adding,  on  page  22527,  2nd  column,  a 
new  paragraph  (iii>  at  the  end  of 
9  1910.1028(1)  (5>.  as  follows: 

“(iii)  The  employer  shall  provide  a 
copy  of  the  written  opinion  to  the 
affected  employee.” 

(Sec.  6.  Pub.  L.  91-596,  84  Stat.  1593  (29 
U  S.C.  655);  29  CFR  Part  1911;  Secretary  of 
Labor  s  Order  No.  8-76  (41  FR  25059)  .) 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  6th 
day  of  May  1977. 

Eula  Bingham, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Labor. 
|FR  Doc.77-13423  Filed  6-9-77:8:45  am| 

Title  32 — National  Defense 

CHAPTER  VII— DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  AIR 
FORCE 

SUBCHAPTER  G — ORGANIZATION  AND 
MISSION— GENERAL 

PART  865 — PERSONNEL  REVIEW  BOARDS 

Subpart  B — Air  Force  Discharge  Review 
Board 

AGENCY:  Department  of  the  Air  Force, 
DOD. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  rule  explains  the  ju¬ 
risdiction,  authority  and  actions  of  the 
Air  Force  Discharge  Review  Board.  Re¬ 
view  by  the  Board  of  its  procedures 
revealed  a  need  for  further  amplification 
and  clarification.  These  revised  proce¬ 
dures  are  intended  to  result  in  clearer 
understanding  by  former  Air  Force  mem¬ 
bers  desiring  amendment  to  their  mili¬ 
tary  records. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  April  1,  1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Colonel  Lee,  Principal  Assistant  for 
Discharge  Review  Matters,  Office  of 
the  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  (Per¬ 
sonnel  Council),  Commonwealth 
Building.  1300  Wilson  Boulevard, 
Room  920,  Arlington,  Virginia  22209. 
(202-694-5418). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
On  March  9,  1977,  the  Department  of 
the  Air  Force,  DOD,  published  a  proposed 
rule  (42  FR  13124)  to  revise  32  CFR  865, 
Subpsrt  B,  Air  Force  Discharge  Review 
Board.  As  stated  at  that  time,  the  revi¬ 
sion  explains  the  use  of  case  summaries 


and  investigative  reports:  requires  appli¬ 
cants  to  submit  contentions  and/or  is¬ 
sues  of  fact,  law,  or  discretion  via  DD 
Form  293  prior  to  Board  consideration; 
amplifies  review  process  used  hy  the 
Board;  changes  Board  decision  an¬ 
nouncements  to  include  names  and  votes 
of  Board  members,  statements  of  find¬ 
ings  and  conclusions  on  all  issues  rele¬ 
vant  to  the  appeal,  and  statement  of  the 
reasons  for  the  findings  and  conclusions; 
establishes  a  public  reading  room  con¬ 
taining  Board  decisional  announce¬ 
ments  indexed  by  contentions  raised  dur¬ 
ing  the  review  process. 

No  public  comments  were  received  in 
response  to  the  proposed  changes.  How¬ 
ever,  the  Board  has  determined  that 
a  more  in-depth  definition  of  clemency 
should  be  included.  That  definition  has 
been  added  at  5  865.106(e)(3). 

(The  legal  authority  for  this  part  Is  sec. 
8012.  70 A.  Stat.  488,  sec.  1553,  72  Stat.  1267. 
10  U.S.C.  8012.  1553.) 

Accordingly,  32  CFR  865  is  amended 
as  follows: 

Subpart  B — Air  Force  Discharge  Review  Board 

Sec. 

365.100  Purpose. 

865.101  Statutory  authority. 

865.102  Organization  and  purpose  of  the 

board. 

865.103  Jurisdiction  and  authority. 

865.104  Application  for  review. 

865.105  Board  meetings  and  locations. 

865.106  Procedures  for  hearings. 

865.107  Findings,  conclusions,  and  reasons. 

865.108  Disposition  of  proceedings. 

865.109  Public  disclosures. 

865.110  Approval  of  exceptions  to  directive. 

865.1 1 1  Procedures  for  regional  boards. 

865.112  Outdance  sheet. 

Subpart  B — Air  Force  Discharge  Review 
Board 

§  865.100  Purpose. 

This  Subpart  explains  the  jurisdiction, 
authority,  and  actions  of  the  Air  Force 
Discharge  Review  Board.  It  applies  to  all 
Air  Force  activities.  This  Subpart  is 
affected  by  the  Privacy  Act  of  1974.  The 
system  of  records  cited  in  this  Subpart  is 
authorized  by  10  U.S.C.  1553  and  8012. 
Each  data  gathering  form  or  format 
which  is  required  by  this  Subpart  con¬ 
tains  a  Privacy  Act  Statement,  either 
incorporated  in  the  body  of  the  document 
or  in  a  separate  statement  accompany¬ 
ing  each  such  document. 

§  865.101  Statutory  authority. 

The  Air  Force  Discharge  Review  Board 
(hereafter  called  the  “BoartL”)  was 
established  within  the  Department  of 
the  Air  Force  under  section  301  of  the 
Serviceman’s  Readjustment  Act  of  1944, 
as  amended  (now  10  U.S.C.  1553).  The 
authority  for  actions  set  out  in  §  865.103 
(b)(1)  is  derived  from  discretionary 
authority  conferred  upon  the  Secretary 
of  the  Air  Force  under  10  U.S.C.  508(a). 

§  865.102  Organization  and  purpose  of 
the  board. 

The  Board,  a  part  of  the  Secretary 
of  the  Air  Force  Personnel  Council,  is 
administered  and  supervised  by  the 
Council’s  Director.  An  administrative 
agency,  it  reviews  the  discharge  (other 
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than  a  discharge  by  sentence  of  a  gen¬ 
eral  courtmartial)  of  former  military 
personnel,  on  its  own  motion  or  at  the 
request  of  a  former  military  member 
or  his  or  her  appropriate  representative. 

§  865.103  Jurisdiction  and  authority. 

The  Board  has  jurisdiction  and  au¬ 
thority  in  cases  of  former  military  per¬ 
sonnel  who.  at  the  time  of  their  sepa¬ 
ration  from  the  Service,  were  members 
of  the  U.S.  Army  aviation  components 
(Aviation  Section,  Signal  Corps;  Air 
Service:  Air  Corps;  or  Air  Forces)  or 
the  U.S.  Air  Force.  The  Board  does  not 
have  jurisdiction  and  authority  concern¬ 
ing  personnel  of  other  arms  and  services 
who,  at  the  time  of  their  separation, 
were  assigned  to  duty  with  the  Army 
Air  Forces  or  the  U.S.  Air  Force. 

(a)  The  Board’s  review  is  based  on  the 
former  member’s  available  military  rec¬ 
ords,  contentions  submitted  by  the  ap¬ 
plicant,  and  on  any  other  evidence  that  is 
presented  to  the  Board.  The  review,  as 
accorded  the  applicant  by  law.  is  not  an 
adversary  proceeding  to  relitigate  the 
reasons  for  the  applicant’s  separation. 
The  Board  determines  whether  the  type 
of  discharge  the  former  serviceman  or 
woman  received  is  equitable  and  proper; 
if  not,  the  Board  instructs  the  U.S.A.F. 
Military  Personnel  Center  to  change  the 
discharge  or  to  issue  a  new  discharge  ac¬ 
cording  to  the  Board’s  findings.  The 
Board’s  determination  is  subject  to  re¬ 
view  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force. 

(b)  The  Board  is  not  authorized  to 
revoke  any  discharge,  to  reinstate  any 
person  who  has  been  separated  from  the 
military  service,  or  to  recall  any  person 
to  active  duty.  However,  if  an  applicant 
was  discharged  from  his  or  her  last 
period  of  Air  Force  service  under  condi¬ 
tions  which  would  bar  his  re-entry,  the 
Board  may  restore  the  applicant’s  eligi¬ 
bility  to  enlist  (actual  enlistment  would 
be  subiect  to  the  needs  of  the  service). 

(c)  The  Board,  on  its  own  motion,  may 
review  a  case  that  appears  likely  to  re¬ 
sult  in  a  decision  favorable  to  the  former 
military  member,  without  the  member’s 
knowledge  of  presence.  In  this  case,  if  the 
decision  is:  (1)  Favorable,  the  Board 
directs  AFMPC/DPM  to  notify  the 
former  member  accordingly  at  the  mem¬ 
ber’s  last  known  address.  (2)  Unfavor¬ 
able.  the  Board  returns  the  case  to  the 
files  without  any  record  of  formal  ac¬ 
tion.  If  the  former  member  later  files  an 
application  for  review,  the  Board  then 
reconsiders  the  case  without  prejudice. 

§  865.104  Application  for  review.- 

An  application  for  review  must  be  sub¬ 
mitted  within  15  years  after  the  effective 
date  of  the  former  member’s  discharge, 
subject  to  exceptions  in  S  865.106(h) . 

(a)  The  applicant  submits  a  single 
copy  of  DD  Form  293,  Application  for 
Review  of  Discharge  or  Separation  from 
the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States, 
with  supporting  affidavits  and  other 
evidence. 

(b>  The  spouse,  next-of-kin,  or  legal 
representative  of  a  former  member  may 
submit  the  application  for  the  review  as 
agent  for  the  member,  but  proof  of  the 


member's  death  or  mental  incompetency 
must  accompany  the  request. 

(c)  Applicants  forward  their  requests 
for  review  to  the  National  Personnel 
Records  Center  (  NPRC/MPR-AF  > ,  9700 
Page  Boulevard,  St.  Louis,  MO  63132.  The 
National  Personnel  Records  Center  for¬ 
wards  all  available  military  records  of 
the  former  members  to  the  Military  Per¬ 
sonnel  Center  for  further  processing  to 
the  Board. 

(d)  Applicants  who  express  a  desire  to 
make  a  personal  appearance  before  the 
Board  have  the  option  of  requesting  that 
one  Board  member  be  of  enlisted  status. 
The  Board  corresponds  with  the  appli¬ 
cant  before  the  hearing  date  to  determine 
his  or  her  preference.  If  requested,  one 
senior  noncommissioned  officer  is  ap¬ 
pointed  as  a  voting  member  to  the  Board 
which  considers  the  case. 

§  865.105  Board  meetings  and  locations. 

(a)  The  Board  consists  of  five  members 
and  assembles  to  hear  all  cases.  The 
president  convenes,  recesses  and  ad¬ 
journs  the  Board.  If  the  president  is  ab¬ 
sent.  the  next  senior  member  acts  as 
president. 

(b)  In  addition  to  holding  hearings  in 
Washington,  D.C.,  the  Board  periodi¬ 
cally  conducts  regional  hearings  at  se¬ 
lected  locations  throughout  the  Conti¬ 
nental  United  States.  Boards  are  con¬ 
ducted  at  centralized  locations  in  those 
areas  with  the  greatest  number  of  appli¬ 
cants.  The  selected  locations  enable  ap¬ 
plicants  to  have  a  personal  appearance 
closer  to  their  home.  A  continuing  re¬ 
view  and  appraisal  is  conducted  to  en¬ 
sure  convenience  of  hearing  locations 
within  the  Board’s  budgetary  and  man¬ 
power  capability.  Administrative  details 
and  responsibilities  for  traveling  boards 
are  outlined  in  §  865.111. 

§  865.105  Procedures  for  hearings. 

(a)  The  applicant  is  entitled,  by  law, 
to  appear  in  person  at  his  or  her  re¬ 
quest  before  the  Board  in  open  session 
and  to  be  represented  by  counsel  of  his 
or  her  own  selection.  (In  this  subpart, 
“counsel”  includes  members  in  good 
standing  of  the  Federal  or  a  State  bar, 
accredited  representatives  of  veterans 
organizations  recognized  by  the  Veter¬ 
ans  Administration  under  38  U.S.C. 
chapter  59,  and  any  other  person  the 
Board  considers  to  be  competent  to  pre¬ 
sent  the  applicant’s  claim  equitably  and 
comprehensively.)  The  applicant  also 
may  present  such  witnesses  as  he  or  she 
may  desire. 

(1)  There  are  three  methods  of  pre¬ 
senting  a  case  before  the  Discharge  Re¬ 
view  Board.  These  are: 

(i)  Nonpersonal  appearance  cases — 
when  an  applicant  indicates  that  he  or 
she  does  not  desire  to  appear  at  the 
Board,  and  does  not  desire  to  be  repre¬ 
sented  by  counsel. 

(ii)  Personal  appearance  cases — whfen 
an  applicant  desires  to  appear  in  person 
with  or  without  counsel. 

(iii>  Nonpersonal  appearance  with 
counsel — when  an  applicant  does  not  de¬ 
sire  to  appear  in  person  but  does  want  to 
be  represented  by  counsel. 


(2)  The  Government  does  not  com¬ 
pensate  or  pay  the  expenses  of  the  appli¬ 
cant.  aoplicant's  witnesses,  or  counsel. 

(3)  The  applicant  may  submit  any 
documents  he  or  she  wishes  as  evidence 
for  the  Board's  consideration.  All  appli¬ 
cants  are  provided  a  guidance  sheet 
(5  865.112)  which  suggests  various  types 
of  information  which  would  be  beneficial 
in  the  Board’s  review. 

(4)  Based  unon  the  available  military 
personnel  records  of  the  applicant,  a 
summary  of  the  case  is  prepared  for  use 
by  the  Board  in  the  review  process.  A 
cony  of  this  summary  is  available  to  the 
applicant  or  his/her  counsel  upon  re¬ 
quest. 

(5)  A  designated  member  of  each  Air 
Fome  Discharge  Review  Board  case  in¬ 
sures  the  accuracy  and  completeness  of 
the  file. 

(6)  When  an  applicant  has  requested 
a  personal  appearance,  the  Board  sends 
the  applicant  (and  designated  counsel, 
if  any)  written  notice  of  the  hearing 
time  and  place.  The  notice  will  normally 
be  mailed  at  least  30  calendar  days  be¬ 
fore  the  hearing  date.  If  the  applicant 
wishes,  the  time  limit  may  be  waived, 
and  in  such  case  tfie  Board  may  set  an 
earlier  hearing  date.  Evidence  must  be 
placed  in  the  record  to  show  how  and 
when  the  notice  was  given. 

(7)  If  an  applicant  has  requested  a 
personal  appearance  and,  after  being 
notified  of  the  hearing  time  and  place, 
fails  to  appear  at  the  appointed  time, 
either  in  person  or  by  counsel,  the  right 
to  be  present  is  waived. 

(b)  The  Director.  Secretary  of  the 
Air  Force  Personnel  Council,  ensures 
that  hearings  are  conducted  to  afford 
full  and  fair  inquiries  by  the  Board. 

(1)  The  Board  members  and  recorder 
are  sworn  as  are  the  applicant  and 
witnesses  if  they  decide  to  testify  under 
oath. 

(2)  All  parts  of  an  applicant’s  military 
record  that  may  be  viewed  by  the  Board 
members  are  made  available  to  the  ap¬ 
plicant  and  his/her  counsel. 

(i)  Only  investigative  reports  having 
a  direct  bearing  on  member's  discharge 
may  be  considered  by  the  Board. 

(ii)  In  cases  where  applicable  investi¬ 
gative  reports  are  in  the  record,  neither 
Board  members  nor  applicants  and  their 
counsel  are  permitted  access  to  the  com¬ 
plete  report.  An  appropriate  official  pre¬ 
pares  an  extract  of  salient  information 
which  is  included  in  the  summary  of 
the  case  (without  including  references 
to  sources  of  information  and  other  mat¬ 
ters  that  would  be  detrimental  to  public 
interest,  if  disclosed) . 

(iii)  This  unclassified  summary  may 
be  made  available  to  the  applicant  and 
counsel. 

(c)  The  Board,  in  conducting  its  in¬ 
quiries.  is  not  limited  by  the  rules  of 
evidence  applicable  in  judicial  proceed¬ 
ings. 

(1)  Witnesses  may  present  evidence 
to  the  Board  either  in  person  or  by 
affidavit  If  a  witness  testifies  under  oath 
or  affirmation,  he  or  she  is  subject  to 
examination  by  Board  members. 
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(2)  At  the  request  of  applicant  or  his 
or  her  counsel,  and  at  the  discretion 
of  the  Board,  witnesses  may  be  allowed 
to  make  unsworn  statements  in  respond¬ 
ent’s  behalf,  in  which  case  they  will 
not  be  examined  by  Board  members. 

(d)  Applicants  must  state  clearly  and 
specifically  any  contention  (s)  and/or 
issue(s)  of  fact,  law  or  discretion  hav¬ 
ing  a  bearing  on  their  case  in  order  for 
a  written  determination  to  be  made  in 
accordance  with  I  865.107.  A  DD  Form 
293  provided  for  this  purpose  must  be 
completed  or  amended  prior  to  the 
Board’s  decision. 

(e)  The  Air  Force  Discharge  Review 
Board  employs  a  three-step  process  in 
the  review  of  each  case : 

(1)  Preiudicial  error  in  the  admin¬ 
istrative  discharge  process.  The  Board 
looks  for  technical  errors  made  bv  the 
Air  Force  in  discharging  the  individual. 

(2)  Changes  in  discharge  policy  since 
the  date  of  the  applicant’s  discharge. 
When  no  error  exists,  the  Board  con¬ 
siders  the  performance  and  conduct  of 
the  individual  during  period  of  military 
service.  In  its  evaluation  of  the  appli¬ 
cant’s  performance,  the  Board  applies 
current  policies,  attitudes  and  views. 

(3)  Clemency.  The  clemency  review 
involves  the  individual’s  develomnent  be¬ 
fore  joining  the  Air  Force,  the  totality  of 
the  individual’s  military  service,  and 
post-service  adjustment.  In  some  cases,  a 
post-service  period  of  good  citizenship  of 
only  one  or  two  years  may  be  sufficient 
to  justify  upgrading,  depending  on  other 
factors  such  as  the  conduct  that  led  to 
discharge  and  the  age  of  the  member  at 
the  time  of  discharge.  In  others,  a  longer 
period  may  be  necessary  to  warrant  such 
action.  In  this  regard,  five  or  more  years 
of  post-service  good  citizenship  will  be 
considered  strong  evidence  in  favor  of 
upgrading. 

(f)  The  Board  may  continue  an  in¬ 
quiry  on  its  motion  or,  at  its  discretion, 
grant  an  applicant’s  (or  his  or  her  coun¬ 
sel’s)  request  for  continuance  if  this  ap¬ 
pears  necessary  to  ensure  a  full  and  fair 
hearing. 

(g)  The  Board,  at  its  discretion  and 
for  good  cause,  may  permit  an  applicant 
to  withdraw  his  or  her  request  without 
prejudice  at  any  time  before  the  Board 
begins  its  deliberations. 

(h)  Once  the  Board  has  heard  and 
rendered  a  decision  on  a  case,  an  appli¬ 
cation  for  rehearing  is  entertained  only 
on  the  basis  of  the  following: 

(1)  If  the  original  review  did  not  in¬ 
volve  a  personal  appearance  by  the  ap¬ 
plicant  and  a  personal  appearance  is  now 
desired,  a  rehearing  is  granted  on  appli¬ 
cation. 

(2)  If  the  applicant  submits  new  sub- 
atantial  and  reliable  information  which 
might  reasonably  be  expected  to  change 
the  original  findings  and  decision,  a  re¬ 
hearing  is  granted.  The  granting  of  a  re¬ 
hearing  under  this  basis  is  discretionary, 
predicated  on  the  Board’s  consideration 
of  the  new  material  submitted. 

(3)  Where,  after  the  original  decision, 
there  have  been  relevant  changes  in  law 
either  in  statute  or  through  court  deci¬ 
sions,  or  changes  in  Department  of  De¬ 


fense  and  Air  Force  policies,  the  board 
will  consider,  on  application,  whether  in 
light  of  these  changes  it  should  rehear 
the  case. 

§  865.107  Findings,  conclusions,  and 
reasons. 

(a)  The  Board,  in  executive  closed  ses¬ 
sion,  determines  the  findings,  conclu¬ 
sions  and  reasons  in  each  case.  The  find¬ 
ings,  conclusions,  and  reasons  of  a  ma¬ 
jority  of  the  Board  members  constitute 
the  Board's  decision.  A  dissenting  Board 
member  may  file  a  minority  report. 

(b)  The  decision  of  the  Board  in  each 
case  shall  be  made  in  writing.  Any  re¬ 
view  of  the  Board’s  decision  shall  be 
made  in  writing. 

(c)  The  decisionof  the  Board  and  the 
reviewing  authority,  if  any,  shall  include 
a  statement  of  findings,  conclusions,  and 
reasons,  except  where  the  reviewing  au¬ 
thority  expressly  adopts  in  whole  or  in 
part  the  statement  of  findings,  conclu¬ 
sions,  and  reasons  of  the  Board.  In  those 
cases  where  the  reviewing  authority 
adopts  the  Board’s  statement  of  find¬ 
ings,  conclusions,  and  reasons,  there  is 
no  requirement  for  duplicative  publica¬ 
tion. 

(d)  The  decision  of  the  Board  shall 
includes 

<  1 )  The  date,  character  of  and  reason 
for  the  discharge  certificate  at  issue,  in¬ 
cluding  the  specific  regulatory  authori¬ 
ty  under  which  the  discharge  was  issued. 

(2)  Findings  on  all  issues  of  fact,  law 
or  discretion  upon  which  the  decision 
on  the  application  is  based. 

(3)  Findings  and  conclusions  on  all 
other  issues  of  fact,  law  or  discretion 
raised  by  the  applicant,  including  claims 
by  applicant  that  statutory,  regulatory 
and/or  constitutional  provisions  were 
violated  and  such  other  claims  made  by 
applicant,  which  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Board  would  warrant  greater  relief  than 
that  afforded  applicant  by  the  Board’s 
decision  if  resolved  in  the  applicant’s 
favor. 

(4)  Conclusion(s)  as  to  whether  or 
not  any  change,  correction,  or  modifica¬ 
tion  should  be  made  in  the  type  of  char¬ 
acter  of  the  discharge  certificate  and/or 
the  reasons  and  authority  for  the  dis¬ 
charge  and,  if  so.  the  particular  changes, 
corrections,  or  modifications  that  should 
be  made. 

<5)  A  statement  of  the  reasons  for  the 
findings  and  conclusions  made  in  each 
case. 

(e>  Advisory  opinions  or  portions 
thereof  containing  factual  information 
relied  upon  for  final  decision  not  fully 
set  forth  in  the  statement  of  findings, 
conclusions  and  reasons;  or  containing 
advice,  recommendation (s)  or  opin¬ 
ion  <s>  accept°d  as  a  basis  for  rejecting 
any  of  apolicant’s  c’aims  that  are  not 
fully  set  forth  in  the  statement  of  find¬ 
ings.  conclusions,  and  reasons  shall  be 
incorporated  by  reference  in  the  state¬ 
ment  of  findings,  conclusions  and  rea¬ 
sons,  and  appended  to  the  decision. 

(f)  Statements  of  findings,  conclu¬ 
sions.  and  reasons  are  not  required  in 
any  determination  as  to  whether  a  re¬ 
hearing  may  be  authorized,  but  apply  to 


a  final  determination  of  the  Board  and/ 
or  reviewing  authority  after  a  rehearing 
except  to  the  extent  findings,  conclu¬ 
sions,  and  reasons  exist  from  any  pre¬ 
vious  hearings  and  remain  unchanged. 

§  865.108  Disposition  of  proceedings. 

(a)  When  the  Board  has  concluded  its 
proceedings  in  any  case,  the  recorder 
prepares  a  complete  record. 

(1)  The  record  includes:  (i)  The  ap¬ 
plication  for  review,  (ii)  An  electro¬ 
magnetic  recording  of  the  hearing,  if 
any.  <iii)  Documentary  evidence  con¬ 
sidered  including,  by  reference  only,  the 
applicant’s  Master  Personnel  Record, 
(iv)  The  findings,  conclusions,  reasons, 
and  instructions  (see  $  865.103(a) ).  (v) 
Minority  reports  of  dissenting  Board 
members,  if  rendered;  and  (vl)  All  other 
documents  necessary  to  a  true  and  com¬ 
plete  history  of  the  proceedings. 

(2)  The  Board  president  signs  the  rec¬ 
ord  and  the  recorder  authenticates  it  as 
true  and  comolete.  (If  the  recorder  is  ab¬ 
sent  or  incapacitated,  a  voting  member 
of  the  board  may  authenticate  the  rec¬ 
ord.) 

(b)  For  each  case,  the  Board  trans¬ 
mits  the  record  of  its  proceedings  and 
directions  to  AFMPC'DPMDR.  Ran¬ 
dolph  AFB,  TX  78148.  That  office  admin¬ 
istratively  carries  out  the  Board’s  direc¬ 
tions  and  reports  the  results  to  the  ap¬ 
plicant  and  his  or  her  counsel  if  any. 

(c)  The  final  determination,  votes  of 
Board  members,  and  the  statement  of 
findings,  conclusions,  and  reasons  to¬ 
gether  with  anv  required  appendices 
thereto  and  minority  opinions,  if  any. 
shall  be  sent  promptly  to  the  applicant 
and  counsel  with  the  notice  of  decision 
in  accordance  with  (  865.108(b).  infor¬ 
mation  that  appears  to  be  potentially  in¬ 
jurious  to  the  applicant’s  physical  or 
mental  health  is  furnished  onlv  to  the 
guardian  or  other  authorized  representa¬ 
tive. 

(ri>  Unclassified  records  of  Board  pro¬ 
ceedings  are  open  to  perusal  by  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  of  Veterans  Affairs  or  his 
or  her  authorized  representative. 

§865.109  Public  discloaure*. 

(a)  Statements  of  findings,  conclu¬ 
sions,  reasons,  and  the  record  of  the  votes 
of  Board  members  will  be  made  available 
for-  public  inspection  and  copying 
promptly  after  a  notice  of  final  decision 
is  sent  to  the  applicant.  If  not  otherwise 
listed  in  the  statement  of  findings,  con¬ 
clusions.  and  reasons,  a  list  of  conten¬ 
tions  and/or  the  issues  of  fact,  law  or 
discretion  presented  by  the  applicant  will 
be  made  public  with  the  decision. 

(b)  Written  minority  opinions  or  re¬ 
ports  of  a  Board  panel  member  on  the 
decision  of  the  Board  will  be  made  avail¬ 
able  for  public  inspection  and  copying. 

(c)  To  the  extent  required  to  prevent 
invasion  of  personal  privacy,  identify¬ 
ing  details  of  applicant  and  other  per¬ 
sons  will  be  deleted  from  the  documents 
made  available  for  public  inspection  and 
copving.  Names,  addresses,  social  se¬ 
curity  numbers,  and  military  service 
numbers  will  be  deleted.  Written  justifi¬ 
cations,  available  for  public  inspection 
shall  be  made  for  all  other  deletions. 
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(d)  Documents  and  records  provided 
for  public  inspection  and  copying  shall 
be  made  available  at  a  reading  room  lo¬ 
cated  at  the  Pentagon,  Washington.  D.C. 

(e)  All  documents  made  available  for 
public  inspection  and  copying  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  §  865.109  (a)  and  (b)  shall  be 
indexed. 

(1)  the  index  will  include  an  identify¬ 
ing  characteristic  (i.e.,  case  number)  for 
each  case;  the  date,  character  of,  reason 
for  and  authority  for  the  discharge  chal¬ 
lenged  therein,  the  decision  of  the  Board 
and  the  reviewing  authority,  if  any;  and 
the  issues  addressed  in  the  statement  of 
findings,  conclusions  and  reasons. 

(2)  Each  index  shall  be  published 
quarterly  or  more  frequently  and  upon 
request  be  distributed  for  sale. 

(3)  The  index  will  be  available  for  re¬ 
view  at  all  regional  locations  where  the 
Board  meets  to  hear  cases.  Notice  of 
hearings  to  applicants  will  include  infor¬ 
mation  as  to  where  the  index  may  be 
located  for  inspection  and  copying.  Index 
will  be  permanently  maintained  only  at 
the  permanent  Board  location. 

§865.110-  Approval  of  exceptions  to 
directive. 

Only  the  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force 
may  authorize  or  approve  a  waiver  of, 
or  exception  to,  any  part  of  this  Subpart. 

§  865.  Ill  Procedures  for  regional 
boards. 

(a)  The  Air  Force  Discharge  Review 
Board,  for  the  convenience  of  the  appli¬ 
cant,  conducts  regional  board  hearings 
at  selected  locations  throughout  the 
Continental  United  States.  Boards  are 
conducted  at  centralized  locations  in 
those  areas  with  the  greatest  number  of 
applicants.  Selected  board  locations  en¬ 
able  applicants  to  have  a  personal  ap¬ 
pearance  closer  to  their  home.  As  a  loca¬ 
tion  is  determined,  applicants  from  that 
area  are  advised  of  the  date  the  board 
will  be  held.  The  locations  normally  are 
at  an  Air  Force  installation  for  the  con¬ 
venience  of  using  existing  facilities  and 
selecting  board  augmentees. 

<b)  Composition  of  the  Board  for  these 
hearings  consists  of  three  members  from 
Washington  with  augmentation  by  two 
members  from  nearby  local  Air  Force 
resources.  One  member  mav  be  a  senior 
noncommissioned  officer  (E-8  or  E-9) 
when  an  applicant  requests  such  mem¬ 
bership. 

(c)  The  major  commands  of  the  in¬ 
stallation  selected  are  required  to  task 
the  subordinate  units  to  provide  two  colo¬ 
nels  and  a  senior  enlisted  person  on  an 
additional  duty  basis,  to  serve  as  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Board.  Detailed  information 
must  be  provided  to  the  Chief,  Person¬ 
nel  Division,  of  the  installation  involved 
before  each  hearing  date. 

(d)  The  administrative  staff  in  Wash¬ 
ington  processes  all  cases  for  regional 
hearings,  establishes  hearing  dates,  and 
returns  the  records  to  the  Military  Per¬ 
sonnel  Center  at  Randolph  AFB,  Texas, 
when  the  case  is  finalized.  Detailed  in¬ 


formation  for  the  local  Board  members 
is  provided  to  the  Directors  of  Person¬ 
nel  of  the  bases  involved  approximately 
four  weeks  before  each  hearing  date. 

(e)  Travel  and  per  diem  for  all  board 
members  are  funded  by  the  Secretary 
of  the  Air  Force  Personnel  Council 
(SAF/PC).  The  funding  cite  number  is 
included  in  the  information  provided  to 
the  local  Board  members  before  each 
hearing  date. 


§  865.1 12  Guidance  sheet. 

(a)  Regardless  of  the  reason  for  your 
discharge,  the  suggested  evidence  listed 
below  under  No.  1  would  be  beneficial  to 
the  Board.  If  you  can  recall  the  specific 
reason  for  discharge  (types  are  shown 
in  left-hand  column),  additional  sug¬ 
gested  evidence  is  shown  by  the  cor¬ 
responding  number  in  the  right-hand 
column. 


Reason  for  discharge 

1.  Discharge  for  any  rea¬ 
son. 


2.  General  Ineffectiveness 

(unsuitability,  unfit¬ 
ness.  limited  poten- 
tlal/mlnlmally  pro¬ 
ductive)  . 

3.  Financial  Irresponsi¬ 

bility. 


4.  Alcoholism 


5.  Character  and  be¬ 

havior  disorder. 

6.  Hardship _ 


7.  Civil  convictions. 

8.  Homosexuality  _. 


9.  Drug  abuse 


10.  Conscientious  objec¬ 

tor. 

11.  Enuresis  _ 

12.  Exceeding  weight 

standards. 


Evidence  needed  by  the  Board 

1.  Tour  statement  on  what  happened  that  caused  your  dis¬ 

charge,  what  motivated  you.  Current  police  record  (state¬ 
ment  from  local  police  department).  Statement  from 
schools  and  coUeges  (if  you  are  attending  or  have  com¬ 
pleted  any  school  or  college  since  discharge,  provide  a  copy 
of  your  transcript,  diploma  or  letter  of  accomplishment 
from  the  school) .  Employment  record  (be  specific — list  Jobs 
in  order  held — who  supervisor  was — reason  for  leaving  Job) . 
Participation  in  civic  or  community  affairs.  Character  ref¬ 
erences  (frank  statements  about  your  character  from  mem¬ 
bers  of  your  family,  family  friends,  employer  (s),  family 
doctor  or  pastor,  and  other  responsible  people  in  the  com¬ 
munity) . 

2.  Indication  that  your  attitude,  abUlty.  bearing  and  behavior 

are  now  Improved.  Indication  that  your  capacity  towards 
organizational  loyalty,  willingness  to  work  and  dedication 
are  improved. 

3.  Verification  of  good  credit  (statements  from  banks,  lending 

Institutions,  department  stores,  etc.,  that  would  attest  to 
your  financial  condition) .  Statement  from  you  on  how  your 
previous  debts  were  resolved  (paid  off,  bankruptcy,  etc.). 

4.  Verification  of  good  credit  (statement  from  banks,  lending 

Institutions,  department  stores,  etc.  that  would  attest  to 
your  financial  condition).  Membership  in  Alcoholics 
Anonymous — how  long.  Medical  statement  (statement  by 
competent  authority  on  your  physical  condition). 

5.  Medical  statement  (statement  by  competent  authority  on 

your  physical  and  mental  condition) . 

6.  If  discharge  was  for  financial  reasons:  Verification  of  good 

credit  (statement  from  banks,  lending  Institutions,  depart¬ 
ment  stores,  etc.,  that  would  attest  to  your  financial  con¬ 
dition)  .  if  discharge  was  for  medical  reasons:  A  medical 
statement  from  competent  medical  authority  disclosing  the 
hardship  no  longer  exists. 

7.  If  applicable:  Statement  by  competent  authority  that  a 

pardon  has  been  granted. 

8.  Circumstances  surrounding  act  or  acts  for  which  discharged : 

Was  the  applicant  seduced  or  coerced  by  someone  In  au¬ 
thority?  Was  alcohol  a  factor?  Were  there  any  familial  or 
pre-service  factors?  Present  status:  Married  with  a  family? 
Are  you  dating?  Medical  statement:  If  you  have  been  re¬ 
ceiving  psychotherapy. 

9.  Statement  concerning  the  underlying  causes  of  the  offense: 

Was  it  because  of  youthful  curiosity?  Did  you  have  a  need 
to  be  a  member  of  the  gang?  Did  you  have  the  habit  prior 
to  enlistment?  Medical  statement  by  competent  medical 
authority  If  you  have  been  receiving  psychiatric  treatment. 
Verification  of  good  credit  (statements  from  banks,  lending 
Institutions,  department  stores,  etc.,  that  would  attest  to 
your  financial  condition). 

10.  Statement  from  applicant  concerning  past  views  and  what 

has  happened  to  change  them. 

11.  Medical  statement  by  competent  medical  authority  on  the 

applicant’s  physical  condition. 

12.  Medical  statement  by  competent  medical  authority  on  the 

applicant’s  physical  condition — specifically,  your  present 
weight  and  height. 


(b)  Fire-related  case:  If  you  are  ad¬ 
vised  that  all  or  part  of  your  records 
were  destroyed  by  the  fire  in  July  1973  at 
the  National  Personnel  Records  Center, 
it  is  doubly  important  that  you  provide 
as  much  evidence  as  possible  to  support 
your  request.  In  these  cases,  the  Board 
may  have  limited  or  no  record  evidence 


available  to  it  and  must  rely  on  evidence 
piesented  by  the  applicant. 

Frankie  S.  Estep, 

Air  Force  Federal  Register  Liai¬ 
son,  Directorate  of  Adminis¬ 
tration. 

[FR  Doc.77-13178  Filed  5-9-77;8:45  ami 
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Title  31 — Money  and  Finance:  Treasury 

CHAPTER  V — OFFICE  OF  FOREIGN  ASSETS 
CONTROL,  DEPARTMENT  OF  THE 
TREASURY 

PART  530— RHODESIAN  SANCTIONS 
REGULATIONS 

Authorization  for  the  Importation  of  Cer¬ 
tain  Ferrochromium  and  Steel  Mill 
Products 

AGENCY :  Office  of  Foreign  Assets  Con¬ 
trol,  Department  of  the  Treasury. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  Rhodesian  Sanctions 
Regulations  are  being  amended  to  pro¬ 
vide  for  an  interim  procedure  effective 
until  June  18,  1877,  governing  imports 
of  ferrochrome  and  specialty  steel  prod¬ 
ucts  into  the  United  States.  This  interim 
procedure  will  apply  uniformly  to  all 
shipments  of  ferrochrome  and  specialty 
steel  to  the  United  States  pending  the 
negotiation  of  permanent  certification 
procedures  for  each  country  exporting 
ferrochrome  or  specialty  steel  to  the 
United  States.  The  interim  procedure  will 
enable  administrative  and  legislative 
procedures  necessary  for  permanent  ar¬ 
rangements  in  exporting  countries  to  go 
forward  and  will  prevent  unnecessary 
disruption  of  trade  pending  conclusion 
of  permanent  certification  arrangements. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  May  6.  1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

George  F.  Hazard.  Chief  of  Licensing. 
Office  of  Foreign  Assets  Control,  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Treasury,  Washing¬ 
ton.  D.C.  20220  (202-376-0428) . 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
An  amendment  of  §  530.520  provides  for 


the  case-by-case  issuance  of  licenses 
when  supported  by  a  certificate  from  the 
individual  producer  stating  that  the  ma¬ 
terials  were  in  shipment  to  the  United 
States  on  March  18.  1977,  or  were  in  its 
inventory  for  that  purpose  on  that  date. 

A  new  5  530.523  is  being  added  effective 
until  June  18.  1977.  The  section  permits 
the  importation  of  these  products  when 
an  appropriate  government  agency  in 
the  producing  country  issues  a  certificate 
stating  in  substance  that,  pursuant  to 
the  country’s  implementation  of  the 
United  Nations  sanctions,  the  materials 
do  not  contain  any  chromium  of  South¬ 
ern  Rhodesian  origin. 

Persons  importing  ferrochrome  or  steel 
mill  products  under  the  interim  provi¬ 
sions  of  §  530.520(b)  as  amended,  or 
under  the  provisions  of  §  530.523.  should 
submit  the  required  certificate  to  the  Dis¬ 
trict  Director  of  Customs  at  the  port  of 
importation.  These  interim  certificates 
are  not  required  for  imports  from  Can¬ 
ada  in  view  of  special  certification  ar¬ 
rangements  which  have  been  worked  out 
with  that  country. 

Since  this  amendment  involves  a  for¬ 
eign  affairs  function,  the  provisions  of 
the  Administrative  Procedures  Act  (5 
U.S.C.  553  >  requiring  notice  of  proposed 
rule  making,  the  opportunity  for  public 
participation,  and  a  delay  in  effective 
date  are  inapplicable. 

The  primary  author  of  this  amend¬ 
ment  is  Stanley  L.  Sommerfleld. 

31  CFR  Part  530  is  amended  as  fol¬ 
lows  : 

1.  Section  530.520  is  amended  by  the 
deletion  of  present  paragraph  (b)  and 
the  substitution  of  a  new  paragraph  (b> 
as'follows: 


§  .>30.520  In-tr.in-it  Mccl  mill  pmdurl*. 

*  *  *  *  * 

<b>  Such  materials  may  also  be  li¬ 
censed  to  be  imported  on  or  before  June 
18.  1977,  if  the  Office  of  Foreign  Assets 
Control  is  satisfied  that  the  materials 
were  in  transit  to  the  United  States  on 
March  18,  1977.  Applications  must  be 
supported  by  a  certificate  from  the  pro¬ 
ducer  stating  that  the  materials  were  in 
shipment  to  the  United  States  on  March 
18.  1977.  or  were  in  its  inventory  for  that 
purpose  on  that  date. 

•  •  •  *  * 

2.  Section  530.523  is  added  to  the  Regu¬ 
lations  as  follows : 

§  330.323,  Interim  certification  of  chro¬ 
mium  material  from  third  countries.. 

Importation  on  or  before  June  18. 1977. 
of  chromium  materials  subject  to  the 
prohibitions  of  $  530.202(a)  (2)  or  (3) 
will  be  authorized  on  a  case-by-case 
basis  upon  presentation  to  the  Office  of 
Foreign  Assets  Control  of  a  certificate 
or  certificates  issued  by  an  appropriate 
agency  of  the  government  of  the  produc¬ 
ing  country  stating  in  substance  that 
pursuant  to  the  country’s  implementa¬ 
tion  of  the  United  Nations  sanctions  the 
material  does  not  contain  chromium  of 
Rhodesian  origin. 

(22  U.S.C.  287(c):  Pub.  L.  95-12.  March  18. 
1977,  91  Stat.  22;  Executive  Order  11322;  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Order  11419;  Executive  Order  11978  ) 

Stanley  L.  Sommerfield, 

Acting  Director. 

Approved: 

Robert  Carswell, 

Acting  Secretary. 

| FR  Doc.77-13504  Filed  5-9-77:10:55  ami 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  notices  to  the  public  of  the  proposed  issuance  of  rules  and  regulations.  The  purpose  of 
these  notices  is  to  give  interested  persons  an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule  making  prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  final  rules. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Food  and  Nutrition  Service 
[  7  CFR  Part  225  ] 

SUMMER  FOOD  SERVICE  PROGRAM  FOR 
CHILDREN 

AGENCY:  Food  and  Nutrition  Service, 
USDA. 

ACTION:  Withdrawal  of  alternate  food 
proposal. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  withdraws  a 
proposal  to  authorize  a  class  of  products 
referred  to  as  “formulated  fortified 
milk-based  products’’  for  use  in  the  Sum¬ 
mer  Food  Service  Program  for  Children. 
This  action  results  from  the  many  nega¬ 
tive  comments  received  and  the  incon¬ 
clusive  benefits  of  this  type  of  product  to 
the. child  nutrition  programs. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  May  10,  1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Grace  L.  Ostenso,  Nutrition  and  Tech¬ 
nical  Services  Staff,  Food  and  Nutri¬ 
tion  Service,  United  States  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture,  Washington,  D.C. 
20250 (202-447-9081). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
On  July  13,  1976,  the  Food  and  Nutrition 
Service  published  a  proposed  rule  (41  FR 
28796)  to  add  to  Appendix  A  of  the  Sum¬ 
mer  Food  Service  Program  for  Children 
regulations  (7  CFR  Part  225)  authori¬ 
zation  for  use  of  a  class  of  products  re¬ 
ferred  to  as  “formulated  fortified  milk- 
based  products”  as  an  alternate  food  for 
the  two  components  specified  in  meal 
requirements  for  supplemental  food. 

It  was  envisioned  that  this  product 
would  provide  service  institutions  with 
a  convenient  (one  component),  nutri¬ 
tions  alternative. 

In  response  to  the  proposal  there  were 
received  letters  from  138  individuals  and 
organizations.  A  total  of  112  commenters 
(81  percent)  opposed  the  concept:  24 
commenters  ( 17  percent)  were  in  favor  of 
it;  and  two  were  neutral.  Of  those  op¬ 
posing  the  proposal,  54  were  individuals, 
educators  and  professional  organizations 
within  the  field  of  nutrition  and  public 
health;  10  were  child  nutrition  program 
administrators,  potential  users  of  the 
proposed  product.  Others  opposing  the 
proposal  included  several  members  of 


Congress,  consumer  and  community 
groups,  concerned  citizens,  industry 
groups,  and  the  Food  and  Nutrition  Serv¬ 
ice  Regional  Oflices.  Among  those  in  fa¬ 
vor  of  the  proposal,  nine  were  individu¬ 
als  and  educators  within  the  field  of  nu¬ 
trition  and  public  health;  and  11  were 
administrators  of  child  nutrition  pro¬ 
grams,  most  of  whom  had  used  one  such 
product  in'  the  past  on  a  trial  basis. 
Others  favoring  the  proposal  included 
industry  firms,  and  two  USDA  Regional 
Offices.  The  neutral  comments  were  rel¬ 
ative  to  the  product  specifications,  if  the 
proposed  class  of  products  were  au¬ 
thorized. 

Discussion  of  Major  Comments 

The  major  comments  on  the  proposal 
may  be  categorized  and  summarized,  as 
follows : 

1.  Convenience.  The  respondents  in 
opposition  to  the  product  questioned  the 
gain  in  convenience  in  serving  this  prod¬ 
uct  over  the  two  components  of  milk  or 
juice  or  fruit  or  vegetable,  and  a  bread - 
type  item.  There  was  also  concern  that 
the  proposed  varied  serving  sizes  for  dif¬ 
ferent  ages  of  children  would  reduce  the 
convenience  and  in  some  cases  make  the 
use  impossible.  Respondents  favoring  the 
product  felt  that  a  one  component  prod¬ 
uct  replacing  the  two  component  sup¬ 
plemental  food  was  of  benefit  to  those 
summer  feeding  sites  having  limited  fa¬ 
cilities  and  inadequate  sanitary  condi¬ 
tions. 

2.  Nutrition  Education.  Many  re¬ 
spondents  in  opposition  to  the  proposal 
affirmed  that  authorizing  the  use  of  a 
formulated  fortified  product  to  replace 
wholesome,  “natural"  foods  contradicts 
what  nutrition  educators  are  trying  to 
teach  and  compromises  the  objectives  for 
this  child  nutrition  program.  Those  re¬ 
spondents  supporting  the  concept,  how¬ 
ever,  believed  that  since  the  product  was 
proposed  as  a  supplemental  food  item,  it 
could  provide  an  opportunity  to  educate 
children  on  the  selection  of  nutritious 
snack  foods. 

3.  Nutrition.  Those  respondents  oppos¬ 
ing  the  concept  foresaw  the  ensuing 
products  as  likely  to  be  high  in  sugar  and 
fat,  and  devoid  in  fiber  and  trace  nu¬ 
trients  found  in  “natural”  foods.  Those 
in  favor  of  the  concept  argued  that  the 
product,  providing  children  with  one- 
sixth  of  the  Recommended  Dietary  Al¬ 


lowances,  would  achieve  a  major  objec¬ 
tive  in  the  summer  program,  which  is  to 
provide  nutritional  help  to  children. 

4.  Variety.  There  was  some  concern 
among  those  in  opposition  that  some 
program  administrators  would  elect  to 
serve  the  formulated  food  every  day  be¬ 
cause  it  would  be  the  easiest  to  serve, 
thereby  reducing  the  opportunity  to  ex¬ 
pand  a  child’s  eating  experiences.  Sup¬ 
porters  of  the  product  saw  it  as  offering 
increased  variety  to  the  supplemental 
food  pattern. 

5.  Acceptability.  Those  commenters 
that  had  used  such  a  product  in  the  past 
testified  the  majority  of  children  liked 
the  taste  and  found  it  quite  filling. 

Reasons  for  Withdrawal 

In  view  of  the  many  negative  com¬ 
ments  received,  and  the  inconclusive 
benefits  of  this  type  of  product  to  the 
child  nutrition  programs,  the  Depart¬ 
ment’ hereby  withdraws  the  proposal.  It 
is  the  belief  of  the  Department  that  a 
properly  balanced  diet  of  conventional 
foods  is  the  preferred  source  of  adequate 
nutrition.  Any  “alternate  food”  author¬ 
ized  for  use  in  the  child  nutrition  pro¬ 
grams  must  be  advantageous  to  the  pro¬ 
grams,  meeting  one  or  more  of  the  fol¬ 
lowing  criteria:  nutritional  contribution 
equal  to  or  greater  than  that  of  the  food 
it  replaces,  acceptability,  cost,  and  con¬ 
venience. 

The  Department  views  the  nutrient 
content  of  the  proposed  alternate  food 
as  satisfactory.  However,  using  conven¬ 
tional  foods  within  the  current  regula¬ 
tions,  a  comparable  or  higher  level  of 
nutrition  can  be  provided  with  good 
menu  planning.  Furthermore,  the  De¬ 
partment  does  not  deem  that  the  small 
level  of  convenience  provided  is  adequate 
justification  to  compromise  the  Depart¬ 
ment’s  commitment  and  responsibility 
to  the  development  of  good  food  habits 
and  the  furtherance  of  nutrition  educa¬ 
tion. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing,  the  Depart¬ 
ment  hereby  withdraws  the  proposal 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  (41 
FR  28796)  on  July  13,  1976. 

"  Dated :  May  5, 1977. 

Carol  Tucker  Foreman. 

Assistant  Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.77-13206  Filed  5-9-77:8:45  am  | 
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Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
[7  CFR  Part  915] 

HANDLING  OF  AVOCADOS  GROWN  IN 
SOUTH  FLORIDA 

Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking 

AGENCY :  Agricultural  Marketing  Serv¬ 
ice,  U8DA. 

ACTION: Proposed  rule. 

SUMMARY :  Consideration  is  being  given 
to  the  following  proposal,  which  would 
regulate  the  handling  of  fresh  avocados 
grown  in  South  Florida  by  establishing 
minimum  quality  and  maturity  require¬ 
ments  for  such  avocados.  The  proposal 
would  establish  U.S.  No.  3  as  the  mini¬ 
mum  grade  and  w’ould  prescribe  mini¬ 
mum  weights  or  diameters  by  specified 
dates  as  the  maturity  requirements. 
Weights  or  diameters  and  picking  dates 
are  indices  used  at  harvest  to  assure  that 
avocados  are  mature  and  will  ripen  sat¬ 
isfactorily  after  picking. 

COMMENT  DATE:  Comments  must  be 
received  on  or  before  May  20,  1977. 

ADDRESSES:  Comments  may  be  ad¬ 
dressed  to  the  Hearing  Clerk,  United 
States  Department  of  Agriculture,  Room 
1077,  South  Building.  Washington,  D.C. 
20250.  Two  copies  of  all  written  com¬ 
ments  shall  be  submitted,  and  they  will 
be  made  available  for  public  inspection 
at  the  Office  of  the  Hearing  Clerk  during 
regular  business  hours  (7  CFR  1.27<b>>. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Charles  R.  Brader,  Deputy  Director. 
Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division,  Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Service,  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture,  Washington,  D.C. 
20250.  (202-447-3545). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
The  proposed  requirements  would  be 
established  pursuant  to  §  915.51  Issuance 
of  regulations  and  were  recommended 
by  the  Avocado  Administrative  Commit¬ 
tee,  established  pursuant  to  the  market¬ 
ing  agreement,  as  amended,  and  Order 
No.  915,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part  915) . 
regulating  the  handling  of  avocados 
grown  in  South  Florida.  The  proposed 
minimum  grade  and  maturity  require¬ 
ments  for  handling  of  designated  vari¬ 
eties  of  avocados  would  be  effective  on 
and  after  May  30,  1977.  This  program  is 
effective  under  the  Agricultural  Market¬ 
ing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended 
<7  U.S.C.  601-674). 

The  purpose  of  the  proposed  regula¬ 
tion  is  to  assure  that  the  fruit  of  the  var¬ 


ious  varieties  will  be  of  suitable  quality 
and  maturity  so  as  to  provide  consumer 
satisfaction  which  is  a  critical  element 
in  disposition  of  the  crop.  Immature  avo¬ 
cados  are  unpalatable  and,  except  for  a 
few  varieties,  external  characteristics  do 
not  provide  an  adequate  basis  on  which 
to  distinguish  immature  avocados  from 
those  that  will  ripen  into  a  platable  prod¬ 
uct.  Hence,  consumers  have  no  rational 
basis  for  selection  of  satisfactory  fruit. 

The  recommendations  of  the  Avocado 
Administrative  Committee  reflect  its  ap¬ 
praisal  of  the  avocado  crop  and  current 
and  prospective  market  conditions.  Ship¬ 
ments  of  avocados  are  expected  to  begin 
on  or  about  May  30.  1977.  The  commit¬ 
tee  has  considered  and  recommended 
the  quality  and  maturity  requirements, 
including  shipping  periods,  deemed  ap¬ 
propriate  to  the  current  season  for  the 
designated  varieties  and  types  of  avo¬ 
cados.  to  prevent  the  handling  of  imma¬ 
ture  and  other  undesirable  fruit.  Such 
recommendation  recognizes  the  differ¬ 
ences  in  consumer  demand  within  and 
outside  the  production  area  and  the  pro¬ 
posed  regulation  would  provide  the  trade 
and  consumers  with  an  adequate  supply 
of  mature  avocados  of  a  satisfactory 
quality  commensurate  with  crop  condi¬ 
tions  in  the  interest  of  producers  and 
consumers  pursuant  to  the  declared  pol¬ 
icy  of  the  act. 

Such  proposal  reads  as  follows: 
§915.319  Avorado  Regulation  19. 

(a)  Order.  (1)  During  the  period  May 
30.  1977,  through  April  30.  1978,  no  han¬ 
dler  shall  handle  any  avocados  unless 
such  avocados  grade  at  least  U.S.  No.  3 
grade:  Provided.  That  avocados  which 
fail  to  meet  the  requirements  of  such 
grade  may  be  handled  within  the  produc¬ 
tion  area,  if  such  avocados  meet  all  other 
applicable  requirements  of  this  section 
and  are  handled  in  containers  other  than 
the  containers  prescribed  in  §  915.305,  as 
amended  (7  CFR  Part  915) ,  for  the  han¬ 
dling  of  avocados  between  the  production 
area  and  any  point  outside  thereof: 

<2)  On  and  after  the  effective  date  of 
this  regulation,  except  as  otherwise  pro¬ 
vided  in  subparagraphs  (10)  and  (11) 
of  this  paragraph,  no  avocados  of  the 
varieties  listed  in  Column  1  of  the  follow¬ 
ing  Table  I  shall  be  handled  prior  to  the 
date  listed  for  the  respective  variety  in 
Column  2  of  such  table,  and  thereafter 
each  such  variety  shall  be  handled  only 
in  conformance  with  subparagraph  (3). 
(4).  (5).  (6).  (7).  (8),  and  (9>  hereof. 
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Variety 

Date 

Minimum 
Weight  or 
Diameter 

Date 

Minimum 
Weight  or 
Di.'s  meter 

:  Minimum 

Date  :  Weight  or 
:  Diameter 

i 

Date 

K 

(2>-» 

O) _ 

<*>-._ 

_ 01 _ 

(6)  1  (7)  _ 

_ <£1— 

Kosel 

5-30-77 

16  oz. 

6-13-77 

13  oz. 

6-27-77 

10  oz. 

7-11-77 

Arue 

5-30-77 

16  oz. 

6-13-77 

14  oz. 

3-3/16  in 

7-18-77 

Roland  22 

6-13-77 

22  oz. 

6-27-77 

20  oz. 

7-18-77 

- 

J.M. 

Poropat 

6-20-77 

20  oz. 

6-27-77 

18  oz. 

•  7-18-77 

16  oz. 

8-1-77 

Fuchs 

6-20-77 

14  oz. 

3-3/16  in. 

7-4-77 

12  oz. 

3-0/16  in. 

7-18-77 

10  oz. 
2-14/16  in. 

8-8-77 

K-5 

6-27-77 

18  oz. 

3-5/16  in. 

7-11-77 

14  oz. 

3-3/16  in. 

7-25-77 

Dr.  DuPuis 
#2  6-20-77 

16  oz. 

3-9/16  in. 

7-4-77 

14  oz. 

3-7/16  in. 

7-18-77 

12  oz. 

3-2/16  in. 

8-1-77 

Hardee 

7-4-77 

16  oz. 

3-2/16  in. 

7-11-77 

14  oz. 
2-14/16  in. 

8-1-77 

Pollock 

7-4-77 

18  oz. 
3-11/16  in. 

7-18-77 

16  oz. 

3-7/16  in. 

8-1-77 

14  oz. 

3-4/16  in. 

8-15-77 

Simmonds 

7-4/77 

16  oz. 

3-9/16  in. 

7-18-77 

14  oz. 

3-7/16  in. 

8-1-77 

12  oz. 

3-1/16  in. 

8-15-77 

Nadir 

7-4-77 

14  oz. 

3-3/16  in. 

7-11-77 

12  oz. 

3-1/16  in. 

7-18-77 

10  oz. 
2-14/16  in. 

8-1-77 

Katherine 

7-4-77 

16  oz. 

7-18-77 

14  oz. 

8-1-77 

Haile 

7-4-77 

20  oz. 

7-18-77 

16  oz. 

7-25-77 

14  oz. 

8-15-77 

Ruehle 

7-18-77 

18  oz. 
3-11/16  in. 

7-25-77 

16  oz. 

3-9/16  in. 

8-1-77 

14  oz. 
3-7/16  in. 

Ruehle 

(Continued) 

8-15-77 

12  oz. 
3-5/16  in. 

8-29-77 

Alpha 

7-25-77 

16  oz. 

3-9/16  in 

8-15-77 

Donnie 

7-11-77 

16  oz. 
3-5/16  in. 

7-25-77 

14  oz. 
3-4/16  in. 

8-22-77 
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TABLE  I  (Continued) 


Variety 

:  Date  : 

:  :( 

Mi  ninur*  : 
Weight  or: 
Diameter  : 

Date: 

Minimum  : 
Weight  or: 
Diameter  : 

Date  : 

Minimum  : 
Weight  or: 
Diameter  : 

Date 

(1) 

i  (2)  i 

o)  ; 

<A> 

(5)  ; 

(6) ; 

(?)  ! 

(8) 

Dawn 

7-18-77 

12  oz. 

3 -A/16  in. 

8-1-77 

10  oz. 

3-0/16  in. 

8-15-77 

Webb 

7-18-77 

18  oz. 

8-1-77 

16  oz. 

8-15-77 

Biondo 

8-1-77 

15  oz. 

8-15-77 

12  oz. 

10-3-77 

Cash 

7-18-77 

16  oz. 

10-3-77 

Peterson 

7-25-77 

1A  oz. 

3-8/16  in. 

8-8-77 

10  oz. 

3-2/16  in. 

8-22-77 

8  oz. 

2-1A/16  in. 

9-5-77 

232 

8-1-77 

1A  oz. 

e-15-77 

12  oz. 

3-29-77 

Gretchen 

8-1-77 

1A  oz. 

8-15-77 

12  oz. 

8-29-77 

Trapp 

8-15-77 

1A  OB. 
3-10/16  in. 

8-29-77 

12  oz. 
3-7/16  in. 

9-12-77 

B&B 

8-1-77 

16  oz. 

3-8/16  in.  % 

9-5-77 

Waldln 

8-15-77 

16  oz. 

3-9/16  in. 

8-2S-77 

1A  oz. 

3-7/16  in. 

9-12-77 

12  oz. 

3-A/16  in. 

9-26-77 

Pinelli 

8-1-77 

18  oz. 
3-12/16  in. 

8-15-77 

16  oz. 
3-10/16  in. 

8-29-77 

Miguel 

8-1-77 

22  oz. 
3-13/16  in. 

8-15-77 

20  oz. 
3-12/16  in. 

8-29-77 

18  oz. 
3-10/16  in. 

9-12-77 

Nesbitt 

8-1-77 

22  oz. 
3-12/16  in. 

8-15-77 

18  oz. 

3-8/16  in. 

8-22-77 

16  oz. 

3-5/16  in. 

9-12-77 

Beta 

8-15-77 

18  oz. 

3-8/16  in. 

8-22-77 

16  oz. 
3-5/16  in. 

9-12-77 

K-9 

8-15-77 

16  oz. 

9-5-77 

Tower  2 

8-15-77 

1A  oz. 

8-29-77 

12  oz. 

9-26-77 

Shu  la 

8-15-77 

22  oz. 

9-5-77 

Tonnage 

8-29-77 

1A  oz. 

'  3 -A/16  in. 

9-5-77 

12  oz . 
3-0/16  in. 

9-12-77 

10  oz. 
2-13/16  in. 

9-19-77 
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Variety  : 

Date  : 

Hiuiuuai 
Weight  or 
Diameter 

:  Date 

Minimum 
Weight  or 
Diameter 

:  Date  : 

Minimum 
Weight  or 
Diameter 

Date 

(l)  i 

(2)  : 

--  O) _ 

*:  Jfil 

....  (5) 

:  ...  (6)  I 

(7) 

(8)  _ 

Fairchild 

8-29-77 

16  oz. 
3-10/16  in. 

9-12-77 

14  oz. 
3-7/16  in. 

9-26-77 

12  oz. 

3-4/16  in. 

10-3-77 

Nirody 

8-29-77 

18  oz. 
3-15/16  in. 

9-12-77 

16  oz. 
3-12/16  in. 

9-26-77 

Loretta 

8-29-77 

28  oz. 

4-1/16  in. 

12-19-77 

Black 

Prince 

9-12/77 

23  oz. 

9-26-77 

16  oz. 

10-17-77 

• 

Catalina 

9-12-77 

24  oz. 

9-19-77 

22  oz. 

10-3-77 

Csonka 

9-19-77 

22  oz. 

10-17-77 

Blair 

9-12-77 

16  oz. 

9-26-77 

14  oz. 
3-9/16  in. 

10-17-77 

Collinson 

9-26-77 

16  oz. 
3-10/16  in. 

10-24-77 

• 

Chica 

9-26-77 

12  oz. 

3-7/16  in. 

10-10-77 

10  oz. 
3-4/16  in. 

10-24-77 

Rue 

9-26-77 

30  oz. 

4-3/16 

10-3-77 

24  oz. 
3-15/16  in. 

10-17-77 

18  oz. 

3-9/16  in. 

10-31-77 

Brooks 

1978 

10-10-77 

10  oz. 

10-17-77 

8  oz. 

11-14-/7 

- 

Booth  5 

10-3-77 

14  oz. 

3-9/16  in 

10-17-77 

12  oz. 
3-6/16  in. 

10-31-77 

Hickson 

10-3-77 

15  oz. 

3-5/16  in 

10-17-77 

12  oz. 
3-1/16  in. 

10-31-77 

10  oz. 

3-0/16  in. 

11-14-77 

Simpson 

10-3-77 

16  oz. 

3-9/16  in. 

10-24-77 

Vaca 

10-3-77 

16  oz. 

3-9/16  in. 

10-24-77 

% 

- 
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Variety 

Date 

Minimum 
Weight  or 
Dierretet 

Date 

Minimum 
Weight  or 
Diarreter 

Date 

Minimum  : 

Weight  or  :  Date 
Diairseter  : 

_ 01 _ 

_J£L. 

_ 01 _ 

_ 01— 

_ 01 _ 

—J01— 

(7)  I  (8) 

Sherman 

10-3-77 

16  02. 

10-17-77 

14  02. 

10-31-77 

10  02. 

11-21-77 

Marcus 

10-3-77 

32  oz. 
4-12/16  in. 

11-14-77 

Booth  10 

10-10-77 

16  02. 
3-10/16  in 

11-7-77 

Booth  7 

9-26-77 

18  02. 

3-13/16  in. 

10-10-77 

16  02. 

3-10/16  in. 

10-24-77 

14  02. 
3-8/16 

in. 

11-7-77 

Avon 

10-10-77 

15  02. 

3-11/16  in. 

10-31-77 

Booth  11 

10-10-77 

16  02. 

3-12/16  in. 

10-31-77 

• 

Leona 

10-10-77 

18  02. 
3-10/16  in. 

10-24-77 

Winslowson 

10-10-77 

18  02. 
3-14/16  in. 

10-31-77 

Nelson 

10-10-77 

14  02. 

3-8/16  in. 

10-24-77 

12  02. 

3-5/16  in. 

11-7-77 

10  02. 
3-1/16 

in. 

11-28-77 

Hall 

10-10-77 

26  02. 
3-14/16  in. 

10-24-77 

20  02. 

3-9/16  in. 

11-7-77 

18  02. 
3-8/16 

in. 

11-21-77 

Lula 

10-17-77 

18  02. 

3-11/16  in.. 

10-31-77 

14  02. 

3-6/16  in. 

11-14-77 

12  02. 
3-5/16 

in. 

11-28-77 

Choquette 

10-17-77 

24  or. 

4-1/16  in. 

10-31-77 

20  02 . 
3-14/16  in. 

11-14-77 

16  02. 
3-9/16 

in. 

11-21-77 

Monroe 

11-14-77 

24  02. 

4-1/16  in. 

11-28-77 

20  or. 

3-14/16  in. 

12-12-77 

16  02. 
3-9/16 

in. 

12-26-77 

Herman 

10-17-77 

16  02. 

3-9/16  in. 

10-31-77 

14  02. 

3-6/16  in. 

11-14-77 

Murphy 

10-17-77 

16  02. 

10-31-77 

V. 

14  02. 

11-14-77 

11  02. 

12-5-77 
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Variety 

Date  : 

Minimum  : 
Weight  or  : 
Diameter  : 

Date  : 

Minimum  : 
Weight  or  : 
Dicmeter  : 

Date  : 

Minimum 
Weight  or 
Diameter 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

<*->.-  : 

(5)  \ 

~  (6)  i 

— (7) 

Ajax 

(B-7-B) 

10-24-77 

18  oz. 
3-14/16  in. 

11-14-77 

Booth  1 

11-21-77 

16  oz. 
3-12/16  in. 

12-5-77 

14  oz. 
3-10/16  in. 

12-19-77 

12  oz. 
3-6/16  in. 

Booth  3 

10-24-77 

16  oz. 
3-10/16  in. 

11-14-77 

Tay lor 

10-24-77 

14  oz. 

3-5/16  in. 

11-7-77 

12  oz. 

3-2/16  in. 

11-21-77 

Dunedin 

11-7-77 

16  oz. 
3-10/16  in. 

11-21-77 

14  oz. 

3-8/16  in. 

12-5-77 

10  oz. 
3-1/16  in. 

Byars 

11-14-77 

16  oz. 
3-14/16  in. 

12-5-77 

Linda 

11-14-77 

18  oz. 
3-12/16  in. 

12-5-77 

Nabal 

11-14-77 

14  oz. 

3-9/16  in. 

12-5-77 

Zio 

11-28-77 

12  oz. 

12-12-77 

10  oz. 

12-26-77 

Wagner 

12-5-77 

12  oz. 

3-5/16  in. 

12-19-77 

10  oz. 

3-2/16  in. 

1-2-78 

Maya 

12-26-77 

13  oz. 

1-9-78 

11  oz. 

1-23-78 

Brcok&late 

1-9-78 

14  oz. 

1-23-78 

12  oz. 

2-6-78 

10  oz. 

Schmidt 

1-16-78 

Itzamna 

2-13-78 
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(3>  Prom  the  date  listed  for  the  respec¬ 
tive  variety  in  Column  2  of  Table  I  to 
the  date  listed  for  the  respective  variety 
in  Column  4  of  such  table,  no  handler 
shall  handle  any  avocado  of  such  vari¬ 
ety  unless  the  individual  fruit  weighs  at 
least  the  ounces  specified  for  the  respec¬ 
tive  variety  in  Column  3  of  such  table  or 
is  of  at  least  the  diameter  specified  for 
such  variety  in  said  Column  3; 

(4)  Prom  the  date  listed  for  the  respec¬ 
tive  variety  in  Column  4  of  Table  I  to 
the  date  listed  for  the  respective  variety 
in  Column  6  of  such  table,  no  handler 
shall  handle  any  avocados  of  such  variety 
unless  the  individual  fruit  weighs  at  least 
the  ounces  specified  for  the  respective 
variety  in  Column  5  of  such  table  or  is  of 
at  least  the  diameter  specified  for  such 
variety  in  said  Column  5; 

(5)  Prom  the  date  listed  for  the  respec¬ 
tive  variety  in  Column  6  of  Table  I  to 
the  date  listed  for  the  respective  vari¬ 
ety  in  Column  8  of  such  table,  no  han¬ 
dler  shall  handle  any  avocados  of  such 
variety  unless  the  individual  fruit 
weighs  at  least  the  ounces  specified  for 
the  respective  variety  in  Column  7  of 
such  table  or  is  of  at  least  the  diameter 
specified  for  suclf  variety  in  said  Column 
7: 

(6)  No  handler  shall  handle  (i)  prior 
to  August  22.  1977,  any  Lisa  variety  avo¬ 
cados.  (ii)  during  the  period  August  22, 
1977,  through  August  28,  1977,  any  Lisa 
variety  avocados  unless  the  individual 
fruit  in  each  lot  of  such  avocados  weighs 
at  least  12  ounces,  (iii)  during  the  period 
August  29.  1977,  through  September  4. 
1977.  any  Lisa  variety  avocados  unless 
the  individual  fruit  in  each  lot  of  such 
avocados  weiehs  at  least  11  ounces,  (iv> 
during  the  period  September  5,  1977. 
through  September  11.  1977,  any  Lisa 
variety  avocados  unless  the  individual 
fruit  in  each  lot  of  such  avocados  weighs 
at  least  10  ounces,  (v)  during  the  period 
September  12.  1977.  through  September 
19.  1977,  anv  Lisa  variety  avocados  un¬ 
less  the  individual  fruit  in  each  lot  of 
such  avocados  weighs  at  least  9  ounces: 

( 7 )  No  handler  shall  handle  (i)  prior 
to  September  12, 1977.  any  Booth  8  varie¬ 
ty  avocados,  (ii)  during  the  period  Sep¬ 
tember  12.  1977,  through  October  2.  1977, 
any  Booth  8  variety  avocados  unless 
the  individual  fruit  in  each  lot  of  such 
avocados  weighs  at  least  16  ounces,  or 
is  at  least  3^r  inches  in  diameter,  or  (Jii) 
during  the  period  October  3.  1977. 
through  October  16,  1977.  anv  Booth  8 
variety  avocados  unless  the  individual 
fruit  in  each  lot  of  such  avocados  weighs 
at  least  14  ounces,  or  is  at  least  3^r. 
inches  in  diameter,  or  (iv)  during  the 
period  October  17, 1977,  through  October 
30.  1977,  any  Booth  8  variety  avocados 
unless  the  individual  fruit  in  each  lot 
of  such  avocados  weighs  at  least  12 
ounces,  or  is  at  least  3^«  inches  in  diam¬ 
eter,  or  (v)  during  the  period  October 
31, 1977,  through  November  14,  1977,  any 
Booth  8  variety  a  vac  od  os  unless  the  in¬ 
dividual  fruit  in  each  of  such  avocados 
weighs  at  least  10  ounces  or  is  at  least 
3Vi«  inches  in  diameter. 


(8)  Except  as  otherwise  provided  in 
subparagraphs  (10)  and  (11)  of  this  par¬ 
agraph.  varieties  of  the  West  Indian  type 
of  avocados  not  listed  in  Table  I  shall 
not  be  handled  except  in  accordance 
with  the  following  terms  and  conditions: 

(i)  Such  avocados  shall  not  be  han¬ 
dled  prior  to  July  4, 1977. 

(ii)  Prom  July  4.  1977,  through  July 
31,  1977,  the  individual  fruit  in  each  lot 
of  such  avocados  shall  weigh  at  least 
18  ounces. 

<iii)  From  August  1,  1977,  through 
September  4,  1977,  the  individual  fruit 
in  each  lot  of  such  avocados  shall  weigh 
at  least  16  ounces. 

(iv)  From  September  5.  1977,  through 
October  3.  1977,  the  individual  fruit  in 
each  lot  of  such  avocados  shall  weigh  at 
least  14  ounces. 

(9)  Except  as  otherwise  provided  in 
subparagraphs  (10)  and  (ID  of  this 
paragraph,  varieties  of  avocados  not 
covered  by  subparagraphs  (2)  through 
(8)  hereof  shall  not  be  handled  except 
in  accordance  with  the  following  terms 
and  conditions: 

(i)  Such  avocados  shall  not  be  handled 
prior  to  September  19,  1977. 

(ii)  From  September  19.  1977,  through 
October  16.  1977,  the  individual  fruit  in 
each  lot  of  such  avocados  shall  weigh  at 
least  15  ounces. 

(iii)  From  October  17.  1977.  through 
December  19,  1977,  the  individual  fruit 
in  each  lot  of  such  avocados  shall  weigh 
at  least  13  ounces. 

(10)  Notwithstanding  the  provisions 
of  subparagraphs  (2)  through  (9)  here¬ 
of  regarding  the  minimum  weight  or  di¬ 
ameter  for  individual  fruit,  up  to  10  per¬ 
cent.  by  count,  of  the  individual  fruit 
contained  in  each  lot  may  weigh  less 
than  the  minimum  specified  weight  and 
be  less  than  the  minimum  specified  diam¬ 
eter:  Provided.  That  such  x avocados 
weigh  not  more  than  two  ounces  less 
than  the  applicable  specified  weight  for 
the  particular  variety  as  prescribed  in 
Columns  3,  5,  or  7  of  Table  I  or  in  sub- 
paragraphs  (6),  (7),  (8),  and  (9).  Such 
tolerances  shall  be  on  a  lot  basis,  but 
not  to  exceed  double  such  tolerances 
shall  be  permitted  for  an  individual  con¬ 
tainer  in  a  lot. 

(11)  The  provisions  of  subparagraphs 
(2)  through  (10)  of  this  paragraph  shall 
not  apply  to  any  variety,  except  the 
Linda  variety,  of  avocados  which,  when 
mature,  normally  change  color  to  any 
shade  of  red  or  purple  and  any  portion 
of  the  skin  of  the  individual  fruit  has 
changed  to  the  color  for  that  fruit  when 
mature. 

(b)  Terms  used  in  the  amended 
marketing  agreement  and  order,  when 
used  herein,  have  the  same  meaning  as 
is  given  to  the  respective  term  in  said 
marketing  agreement  and  order;  the 
term  “diameter"  shall  mean  the  greatest 
dimension  measured  at  right  angles  to  a 
line  from  the  stem  to  the  blossom  end 
of  the  fruit;  and  the  term  “U.S.  No.  3” 
shall  have  the  same  meaning  as  set  forth 
in  the  United  States  Standards  for  Flor¬ 
ida  Avocados  (7  CFR  51.3050-51.3069). 


(c)  The  provisions  of  this  regulation 
shall  become  effective  May  30,  1977. 

Dated:  May  2. 1977. 

Charles  R.  Braoer, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and 
Vegetable  Division,  Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Service. 

[PR  Doc.77-13088  Plied  6-9-77:8:45  ara| 


Commodity  Credit  Corporation 
[7  CFR  Part  1421] 

GRAINS  AND  SIMILARLY  HANDLED 
COMMODITIES 

General  Regulations  Governing  Price 
Support  for  1976  and  Subsequent  Crops 

AGENCY:  Commodity  Credit  Corpora¬ 
tion,  USDA. 

ACTION :  Proposed  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  extends  to  May 
27.  1977,  the  time  period  for  making 
comments  on  the  proposed  expansion  of 
the  list  of  commodities  on  which  ap¬ 
proved  cooperative  marketing  associa¬ 
tions  may  participate  in  authorized  price 
support  programs  to  include  barley, 
com.  grain  sorghum,  oats,  rye  and 
wheat,  as  a  number  of  parties  have  re¬ 
quested  additional  time  for  making 
comments.  The  additional  time  for 
comments  is  given,  as  requested,  in 
order  that  all  persons  will  have  sufficient 
time  to  respond. 

DATE:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  May  27, 1977. 

ADDRESS:  Send  comments  to  the  Di¬ 
rector,  Grains,  Oilseeds  and  Cotton  Di¬ 
vision,  ASCS.  U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture,  P.O.  Box  2415,  Washington. 
D  C.  20013. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Charlie  B.  Robbins  (ASCS),  202-447- 
4634. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
On  April  12, 1977,  a  notice  was  published 
in  the  Federal  Register.  42  FR  19149. 
that  the  Secretary  was  considering  an 
amendment  to  the  General  Regulations 
Governing  Price  Support  for  the  1976 
and  subsequent  crops  to  expand  the  list 
of  commodities  on  which  approved  co¬ 
operative  marketing  associations  may 
participate  in  authorized  price  support 
programs  to  include  barley,  com.  grain 
sorghum,  oats,  rye  and  wheat.  Comments 
were  solicited  from  interested  persons. 
The  comment  period  extended  through 
May  12.  1977. 

The  Secretary  is  interested  in  receiving 
comments  from  all  individuals.  Arms 
and  cooperatives  who  wisji  to  respond. 
A  number  of  persons  have  requested, 
however,  that  additional  time  be  allowed 
for  submitting  comments. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  an  addi¬ 
tional  15  days  are  being  allowed  for 
submission  of  comments.  Comments 
must  be  received  on  or  before  May  27. 
1977.  to  be  sure  of  consideration.  All 
written  comments  received  during  the 
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original  30  days  and  the  additional  15 
days  for  comments  will  be  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  Office  of  the  Di¬ 
rector  during  regular  business  hours  (7 
CFR  1.27(b) ). 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  May 
5, 1977. 

Victor  A.  Senechal, 
Acting  Executive  Vice  President, 
Commodity  Credit  Corpora¬ 
tion. 

[PR  Doc.77-13417  Filed  5-9-77; 8:45  ami 


[7  CFR  Part  1425] 

COOPERATIVE  MARKETING 
ASSOCIATIONS 

Eligibility  Requirements  for  Price  Support 

AGENCY:  Commodity  Credit  Corpora¬ 
tion,  USDA. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule. 

SUMMARY:  Hiis  notice  extends  to  May 
27, 1977,  the  time  period  for  making  com¬ 
ments  on  the  proposed  expansion  of  the 
list  of  commodities  on  which  approved 
cooperative  marketing  associations  may 
participate  in  authorized  price  support 
programs  to  include  barley,  com,  grain 
sorghum,  oats,  rye,  and  wheat,  as  a  num¬ 
ber  of  parties  have  requested  additional 
time  for  making  comments.  Hie  addi¬ 
tional  time  for  comments  is  given,  as  re¬ 
quested,  in  order  that  all  persons  will 
have  sufficient  time  to  respond. 

DATE:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  May  27, 1977. 

ADDRESS:  Send  comments  to  the  Di¬ 
rector,  Grains,  Oilseeds  and  Cotton  Divi¬ 
sion,  ASCS,  U.S.  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture,  P.O.  Box  2415,  Washington,  D.C. 
20013. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Charlie  B.  Robbins  (ASCS) .  (202-447- 

4634). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
On  April  12, 1977,  a  notice  was  published 
in  the  Federal  Register,  42  FR  19149, 
that  the  Secretary  was  considering  an 
amendment  to  the  Cooperative  Market¬ 
ing  Associations  Eligibility  Requirements 
to  expand  the  list  of  commodities*  on 
which  approved  cooperative  marketing 
associations  may  participate  in  author¬ 
ized  price  support  programs  to  include 
barley,  com,  grain  sorghum,  oats,  rye, 
and  wheat.  Comments  were  solicited 
from  interested  persons.  The  comment 
period  extended  through  May  12, 1977. 

Hie  Secretary  is  interested  in  receiv¬ 
ing  comments  from  all  individuals,  firms, 
and  cooperatives  who  wish  to  respond.  A 
number  of  persons  have  requested,  how¬ 
ever,  that  additional  time  be  allowed  for 
submitting  comments. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  an  addi¬ 
tional  15  days  are  being  allowed  for  sub¬ 
mission  of  comments.  Comments  must 
be  received  on  or  before  May  27,  1977,  to 
be  sure  of  consideration.  All  written  com¬ 
ments  received  during  the  original  30 
days  and  the  additional  15  days  for  com¬ 
ments  will  be  available  for  public  inspec¬ 


tion  at  the  Office  of  the  Director  during 
regular  business  hours  (7  CFR  1.27(b)). 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  May  5, 
1977. 

Victor  A.  Senechal, 
Acting  Executive  Vice  President, 
Commodity  Credit  Corpora¬ 
tion. 

[FR  Doc.77-13406  Filed  6-9-77:8:45  ami 

SMALL  BUSINESS 
ADMINISTRATION 
[13  CFR  Part  120] 

BUSINESS  LOAN  POLICY 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking 

AGENCY:  Small  Business  Administra¬ 
tion. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rulemaking. 

SUMMARY:  This  proposed  rule  would 
clarify  that  all  cooperatives,  including 
farm  cooperatives,  must  meet  the  quali¬ 
fication  of  a  group  corporation  (13  CFR 
122.9)  to  be  eligible  for  financial  assist¬ 
ance.  This  question  arose  when  Pub.  L. 
94-305  made  agriculture  eligible  for  SBA 
assistance.  The  intent  of  this  rule  is  to 
establish  the  same  eligibility  rules  for 
farm  cooperatives  as  for  other  cooper¬ 
atives.  Marketing  Cooperatives  would 
thus  be  equally  ineligible  as  marketing 
group  corporations  are  now.  It  will  also 
incorporate  SBA’s  longstanding  policy 
that  consumer  cooperatives  are  ineligi¬ 
ble.  See  13  CFR  119.21(d). 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  May  25, 1977. 

ADDRESSES:  Comments,  submitted  in 
duplicate,  are  to  be  addressed  to  Asso¬ 
ciate  Administrator  for  Finance  and  In¬ 
vestment,  Small  Business  Administra¬ 
tion,  1441  L  Street  NW„  Washington, 
D.C.  20416. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Richard  L.  Wray,  Financial  Analyst, 
Small  Business  Administration,  1441  L 
Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20416. 
(202-653-6470). 

(Sec.  5(b)(6)  of  the  Small  Business  Act,  15 
U.S.C.  S  634.) 

It  is  proposed  to  amend,  as  set  forth 
below.  5  120.2(d)  (3)  of  Part  120,  Chap¬ 
ter  1,  Htle  13  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations. 

Section  120.2(d)(3)  would  be  amend¬ 
ed  to  read  as  follows: 

§  120.2  Business  loans  and  guarantees. 
*  *  *  *  * 

(d)  Financial  assistance  will  not  be 
granted  by  SBA: 

(1)  •  •  * 

(2)  •  •  * 

(3)  If  the  applicant  is  an  eleemosy¬ 
nary  institution  or  other  ilonproflt  en¬ 
terprise:  Provided,  however.  That  this 
provision  shall  not  be  construed  to  bar 
financial  assistance  to  a  cooperative,  in¬ 
cluding  a  farm  cooperative,  which  meets 
the  qualifications  and  requirements  un¬ 
der  §  122.9,  of  this  Chapter.  Consumer 


cooperatives  are  not  eligible.  An  other¬ 
wise  eligible  small  business  concern  will 
not  become  ineligible  because  it  is  owned 
in  whole  or  in  part  by  a  nonprofit  orga¬ 
nization. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  59.012  Small  Business  Loans.) 

Dated:  May  3,  1977. 

A.  Vernon  Weaver, 

Administrator. 
|FR  Doc.77-13196  Filed  5-9-77:8:45  am] 

COMMODITY  FUTURES  TRADING 
COMMISSION 
[  17  CFR  Parts  1  and  32  ] 

REGULATION  OF  COMMODITY  OPTION 
TRANSACTIONS 

Public  Hearing 

AGENCY:  Commodity  Futures  Trading 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Public  hearing. 

SUMMARY:  The  Commodity  Futures 
Trading  Commission  will  hold  public 
hearings  on  Wednesday,  May  25,  1977,  to 
receive  oral  statements  on  its  proposed 
pilot  program  for  the  regulation  of  com¬ 
modity  option  transactions  in  the  United 
States. 

DATES:  Hearing:  10  a.m..  May  25  and 
May  26  (if  necessary),  1977. 

ADDRESS:  5th  Floor  Hearing  Room, 
Commodity  Futures  Trading  Commis¬ 
sion,  2033  K  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Mrs.  Jane  Stuckey,  Office  of  the  Sec¬ 
retariat,  Commodity  Futures  Trading 
Commission,  2033  K  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20581.  (202-254- 
6126). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
The  Commission's  proposed  pilot  pro¬ 
gram  was  publicly  announced  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  April  5,  1977,  (42 
FR  18246). 

Persons  who  wish  to  appear  at  the 
hearings  should  forward  an  outline  of 
their  proposed  statement  to  Mrs.  Stuckey 
at  the  above  address  in  time  for  it  to  be 
received  by  May  20, 1977. 

Persons  making  statements  before  the 
Commission  may  be  accompanied  by  per¬ 
sons  of  their  own  choosing,  who  may 
advise  or  assist  the  speaker  in  respond¬ 
ing  to  questions  or  otherwise  assure  that 
full  information  is  developed  for  the  use 
of  the  Commission.  Oral  presentations 
will  be  limited  to  15  minutes.  During  and 
subsequent  to  any  person’s  oral  present¬ 
ation,  questions  may  be  asked  either  by 
members  of  the  Commission  or  the  Com¬ 
mission  staff. 

The  Commission  recognizes  that  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  public  may  have  questions. 
Therefore,  provision  will  be  made  for 
persons  having  questions  to  submit  those 
questions  in  informal  written  form  to  a 
member  of  the  Commission  staff  who  will 
have  discretion  whether  or  not  to  pose 
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those  questions  to  the  persons  making 
the  presentation. 

Issued  in  Washington.  D.C.,  on  May  4, 
1977,  by  the  Commission. 

William  T.  Bacley, 
Chairman,  Commodity  Futures 
Trading  Commission. 

| FR  Doc.77-13238  Filed  6-8-77; 8: 46  am) 

FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

[18  CFR  Part  154] 

NATURAL  GAS  PIPELINE  COMPANIES’ 
FPC  GAS  TARIFFS 

Purchased  Gas  Cost  Adjustment  Provision 
AGENCY :  Federal  Power  Commission. 

ACTION :  Notice  requesting  further 
comments. 

SUMMARY:  The  Commission  on  April 
26,  1977,  granted  a  motion  by  the  Staff 
for  further  comments  in  the  rulemaking 
proceeding  in  Docket  No.  R-406,  Pur¬ 
chased  Gas  Adjustment  Provisions  in 
Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Companies’  FPC 
Gas  Tariffs.  Comments  were  previously 
requested  in  this  proceeding  by  notice 
published  on  May  17, 1976  (41  FR  20177) . 
Hie  additional  comments  are  requested 
on  the  issue  of  whether  a  natural  gas 
company  should  be  allowed  to  file  addi¬ 
tional  purchased  gas  adjustments,  in  ad¬ 
dition  to  the  proposed  semi-annual  ad¬ 
justments,  to  track  costs  resulting  from 
rate  filings  under  Section  4(e)  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  by  pipeline  suppliers. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  May  11, 1977. 

ADDRESS:  Send  comments  to  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  N.E.,  Washington.  D.C.  20426 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb,  Secretary,  275- 
4166 

Issued:  April  26, 1977. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

| FR  Doc.77-1276«  Filed  6-9-77:8:46  ami 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 
[47  CFR  Part  61] 

[Docket  No.  21006) 

TARIFFS 

International  Telex  Service  With  the  Do¬ 
mestic  Telex  and  TWX  Services;  Order 
Extending  Time  for  Filing  Comments, 
Responses  and  Replies 

AGENCY:  Federal  Communications 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Extension  of  time. 

SUMMARY:  Upon  request  of  RCA  Glo¬ 
bal  Communications,  Inc.  the  Commis¬ 
sion  is  extending  the  filing  deadlines  in 
Docket  21005  for  a  period  of  one  week 
to  allow  for  additional  time  to  respond. 
DATES :  Comments  must  be  received  on 


or  before  May  16,  1977:  Responses  must 
be  received  on  or  before  June  16.  1977: 
and  Replies  must  be  received  on  or  before 
June  27. 1977. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  to:  Fed¬ 
eral  Communications  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20554. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Francis  L.  Young.  Tariff  Division, 

Common  Carrier  Bureau  (202-632- 

5550). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION : 
Adopted:  April  28.  1977. 

Released:  May  2,  1977. 

Order 

1.  Before  the  Commission  for  consid¬ 
eration  is  the  motion  for  extension  of 
time,  filed  April  27.  1977,  by  RCA  Global 
Communications,  Inc.  (RCA  Globcom) 
seeking  a  one  week  extension  of  the  filing 
deadlines  in  this  Docket.  In  support  of 
its  request,  RCA  Globcom  avers  that  key 
personnel,  including  the  officer  assigned 
management  responsibility  for  coordi¬ 
nating  its  response,  were  required  to  re¬ 
spond  to  the  action  of  governmental  au¬ 
thorities  on  Saipan  who  terminated,  on 
April  23,  1977,  RCA  Globcom’s  access  to 
the  sole  commercial  communications  fa¬ 
cilities  link  between  Guam  and  Saipan. 

2.  In  light  of  the  extenuating  circum¬ 
stances  on  Saipan  and  RCA  Globcom’s 
assertion  of  the  assignment  of  key  per¬ 
sonnel  to  address  an  interim  resolution  of 
the  problems  resulting  from  the  action 
on  Saipan,  good  cause  appears  to  exist  for 
grant  of  an  extension  of  time.  The  one 
week  period  requested  appears  reason¬ 
able  and  not  detrimental  to  the  public 
interest. 

3.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  Pursuant 
to  delegated  authority,  47  CFR  0.303(c), 
That  the  motion  for  extension  of  time, 
filed  April  27, 1977,  by  RCA  Global  Com¬ 
munications  is  granted,  and  that  the 
times  for  filing  comments  and  responsive 
pleadings  are  extended  to  the  following 
dates:  Comments,  May  16,  1977;  Re¬ 
sponses,  June  16,  1977;  Replies,  June  27. 
1977. 

Daniel  Ohlbaum, 

Acting  Deputy  Chief, 
Common  Carrier  Bureau. 

|FR  Doc.77-13227  Filed  6-9-77:8:45  ami 

[47 CFR  Part 64] 

COMPUTER  INQUIRY 
Notice  Listing  Parties  in  Proceeding 

AGENCY:  Federal  Communications 

Commission. 

ACTION :  Notice  with  service  list. 

SUMMARY :  The  Commission  is  publish¬ 
ing  a  revised  list  of  those  parties  who  will 
be  participating  in  the  new  computer 
inquiry  rulemaking  proceeding.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  the  list  is  to  enable  parties  to  the 
proceeding  to  serve  the  parties  listed  with 
a  copy  of  their  comments  and  reply  com¬ 


ments.  This  list  is  being  prepared  to  re¬ 
flect  corrections  made  to  the  previous 
service  list. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  May  16.  1977,  and  Reply  Com¬ 
ments  must  be  received  on  or  before  June 
30,  1977. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  to:  Fed¬ 
eral  Communications  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20554. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

James  K.  Smith.  Common  Carrier  Bu¬ 
reau.  632-9342. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Released:  May  5,  1977. 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of  S  64.702 
of  the  Commission's  Rules  and  Regula¬ 
tions  (Computer  Inquiry).1 

1.  A  Supplemental  Notice  of  Inquiry 
and  Enlargement  of  Proposed  Rulemak¬ 
ing  (FCC  77-151)  which  expanded  the 
scope  of  Docket  No.  20828  was  issued  on 
March  8,  1977.  Parties  not  listed  in  the 
service  list  attached  to  the  Supplemental 
Notice  who  were  interested  in  participat¬ 
ing  in  this  proceeding  were  requested  to 
file  a  notice  of  intent  to  participate  by 
March  25. 1977.  In  view  of  the  additional 
responses,  a  revised  service  list,  released 
April  21,  1977,  was  prepared  to  reflect 
any  additions  or  corrections  to  the  initial 
sevlce  list.  Several  corrections  were  not 
made  to  the  April  21,  1977  service  list 
which  should  have  been  made.  A  new 
service  list  (Attachment  A)  has  been 
prepared  which  reflects  these  corrections. 
Those  changes  to  the  April  21, 1977  serv¬ 
ice  list  which  are  being  made  in  Attach¬ 
ment  A  are  denoted  by  an  asterisk  (*). 

2.  Parties  to  this  proceeding  should 
serve  a  copy  of  all  pleadings  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  on  those  parties  listed  in  Attach¬ 
ment  A.  At  least  one  copy  per  party 
should  be  served  on  those  firms  repre¬ 
senting  more  than  one  party.  To  the  ex¬ 
tent  that  other  documents  may  be  en¬ 
tered  into  the  record  which  are  not 
served  on  the  parties  listed  in  Attach¬ 
ment  A,  reference  should  be  made  to  the 
Commission’s  public  file  in  Docket  No. 
20828  for  the  complete  record.  Comments 
and  other  documents  filed  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  will  be  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection  in  the  Docket  Reference  Room 
in  the  Commission's  offices  at  1919  M 
Street.  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20554. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

Daniel  R.  Ohlbaum, 

Acting  Deputy  Chief. 

Common  Carrier  Bureau. 

Attachment  A 

James  O.  Buckley,  Jim  Bucklsy  and  Asso¬ 
ciates,  1319  F  Street,  N.W.,  Room  711, 
Washington,  D.C.  20004. 

Jeremiah  Courtney,  Esq.,  Ad  Hoc  Telecom¬ 
munications  Committee,  2120  L  Street, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20037. 

Charles  R.  Cutler.  Esq.,  Kirkland,  Ellis  & 
Rowe.  1776  K  Street,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20006.  Counsel  for  Aeronautical  Radio. 
Inc. 


>  See  42  FR  21626,  April  28.  1977. 
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Gerald  M.  Lowrie,  American  Bankers  Asso¬ 
ciation,  1120  Connecticut  Avenue,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20036. 

Aloysuls  B.  McCabe,  Esq.,  Michael  Yourshaw, 
Esq.,  Kirkland,  Ellis  &  Rowe,  1776  K  Street, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20006.  Counsel  for 
American  Newspaper  Publishers  Associa¬ 
tion;  Associated  Press;  Commodity  News 
Services,  Inc. 

Michael  D.  Campbell,  Esq.,  Stuart  G.  Meister, 
Esq.,  American  Satellite  Corporation,  20301 
Century  Blvd.,  Germantown,  Maryland 
20767. 

•Alfred  A.  Green,  Esq.,  American  Telephone  St 
Telegraph  Company,  195  Broadway,  New 
York,  New  York  10007. 

Carol  A.  Cohen,  Esq.,  Applied  Data  Research, 
Inc.,  Route  206  Center,  Princeton,  New 
Jersey  08540. 

Herbert  E.  Marks,  Esq.,  Stephen  R.  Bell,  Esq., 
Richard  P.  Carr,  Esq.,  Wilkinson,  Cragun  & 
Barker,  1735  New  York  Avenue,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  2C006.  Counsel  for  Re¬ 
mote  Processing  Services  Section  (RPSS) 
of  the  Association  of  Data  Processing  Serv¬ 
ice  Organizations;  Independent  Data  Com¬ 
munications  Manufacturers  Association, 
Inc. 

Ben  Harty,  Esq.,  Vice  President,  Boeing  Com¬ 
puter  Services,  Inc.,  177  Madison  Avenue, 
Morristown,  New  Jersey  07960. 

Arthur  Scheiner,  Esq.,  Michael  H.  Rosen- 
bloom,  Esq.,  W liner  &  Scheiner,  2021  L 
Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20036.  Coun¬ 
sel  for  Boeing  Computer  Services,  Inc. 

Paul  S.  Hoffman,  Vice  President,  Bowne  and 
Company,  Inc.,  345  Hudson  Street,  New 
York,  New  York  10014. 

Tedson  J.  Meyers,  Esq.,  Michael  W.  Faber, 
Esq.,  Peabody,  Rivlln,  Lambert  &  Meyers, 
Connecticut  Building.  12th  floor,  1150  Con¬ 
necticut  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20036.  Counsel  for  Citicorp;  Bunker  Ramo 
Corporation. 

Joseph  M.  Kittner,  Esq.,  Peter  M.  Anderson, 
Esq.,  McKenna,  Wilkinson  &  Kittner,  1150 
17th  Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20036. 
Counsel  for  the  Computer  and  Business 
Equipment  Manufacturers  Association; 
McDonnell  Douglas  Corporation. 

John  S.  Voorhees,  Esq.,  Howrey  &  Simon,  1730 
Pennsylvania  Avenue,  N.W..  Washington, 
D.C.  20006.  Counsel  for  the  Computer  and 
Business  Equipment  Manufacturers  Asso¬ 
ciation. 

Robert  P.  Bigelow,  Editor,  Computer  Law  and 
Tax  Report,  28  State  Street,  Suite  2200, 
Boston,  Massachusetts  02109. 

William  K.  Coulter,  Esq.,  Communications 
Satellite  Corporation,  950  L’Enfant  Plaza, 
S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20024. 

James  T.  Roche,  Esq.,  COMSAT  General  Cor¬ 
poration,  950  L’Enfant  Plaza,  S.W.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20024. 

Terry  G.  Mahn,  Esq.,  Computer  and  Com¬ 
munications  Industry  Association,  1911  N. 
Fort  Myer  Drive,  Rosslyn,  Virginia  22209. 

Thomas  L.  Jones,  Esq.,  Continental  Tele¬ 
phone  Corporation,  1800  K  Street,  N.W., 
Suite  629,  Washington,  D.C.  20006. 

Philip  C.  Onstad,  Manager,  Telecommunica¬ 
tions  Policies,  Control  Data  Corporation, 
500  West  Putnam  Avenue,  Greenwich,  Con¬ 
necticut  06830. 

John  Sodolskl,  Staff  Vice  President,  Elec¬ 
tronic  Industries  Association,  2001  Eye 
Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20006. 

Henry  Goldberg,  Esq.,  Thomas  J.  Keller,  Esq., 
Vemer,  Lilpfert.  Bernhard  &  McPherson, 
1660  L  Street,  NW.,  Suite  1000,  Washington, 
D.C.  20036.  Counsel  for  French  Telegraph 
Cable  Co. 

David  Sherman,  Esq.,  General  Electric  Com¬ 
pany,  401  N.  Washington  Street,  Rockville, 
Maryland  20850. 


Richard  A.  Fazzone,  Esq.,  General  Electric 
Company,  2500  Cambridge  Road,  Schenec¬ 
tady,  New  York  12304. 

Edward  P.  Taptlch,  Esq.,  McKenna,  Wilkin¬ 
son  &  Kittner,  1150  17th  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20036.  Counsel  for  Gen¬ 
eral  Electric  Company. 

Spence  W.  Perry,  Esq.,  General  Services  Ad¬ 
ministration,  18th  and  F  Streets,  N.W., 
Room  4008.  Washington,  D.C.  20405. 

James  M.  Baisley,  Esq.,  400  North  Wolf  Road, 
Northlake,  Illinois  60614.  Counsel  for  GTE 
Automatic  Electric,  Inc. 

Allen  R.  Frischkom,  Jr.,  Esq.,  1120  Connec¬ 
ticut  Avenue,  N.W.,  Suite  900,  Washington, 
D.C.  20036.  Counsel  for  GTE  Automatic 
Electric  Inc.;  GTE  Data  Services,  Inc. 

James  V.  Carideo,  Esq.,  P.O.  Box  1548,  Tampa, 
Florida  33601.  Counsel  for  GTE  Data  Serv¬ 
ices,  Inc. 

Richard  Cahill,  Esq.,  Richard  McKenna,  Esq., 
One  Stamford  Forum,  Stamford,  Connecti¬ 
cut  06904.  Counsel  for  GTE  Domestic  Tele¬ 
phone  Operating  Companies. 

Ruth  L.  Prokop,  Esq.,  1120  Connecticut  Ave¬ 
nue,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20036.  Coun¬ 
sel  for  GTE  Domestic  Telephone  Operating 
Companies. 

Andrew  M.  Wolfe,  Esq.,  Harrick  Sc  Smith,  100 
Federal  Street,  Boston,  Massachusetts 
02110.  Counsel  for  Incoterm  Corporation. 

David  R.  Anderson,  Esq.,  Wilmer,  Cutler  & 
Pickering,  1666  K  Street,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20006.  Counsel  for  International  Busi¬ 
ness  Machines  Corporation. 

J.  Gordon  Walter,  Esq.,  Senior  Attorney,  IBM 
Corporation,  Old  Orchard  Road,  Armonk, 
New  York  10504. 

Agatha  M.  Modugno,  Esq.,  Legal  Department, 
ITT  Domestic  Transmission  Systems,  Inc., 
67  Broad  Street,  New  York,  New  York 
10004. 

Gerald  A.  Poch,  ITT — North  American  Tele¬ 
communications  Group,  320  Park  Avenue, 
New  York,  New  York. 

Joseph  J.  Jacobs,  Esq.,  Vice  President  and 
General  Attorney,  ITT  World  Communica¬ 
tions.  Inc.,  67  Broad  Street,  New  York, 
New  York  10004. 

David  McCabe,  618  A  Street,  S.E.,  Apt.  4, 
Washington,  D.C.  20003. 

Michael  H.  Bader,  Esq.,  Kenneth  A.  Cox,  Esq., 
William  J.  Byrnes,  Esq.,  1730  M  Street, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20036,  Counsel  for 
MCI  Telecommunications  Corporation; 
Microwave  Communications,  Inc.  and  N- 
Triple-C,  Inc. 

National  Burglar  and  Fire  Alarm  Associa¬ 
tion,  1730  Pennsylvania  Avenue,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20006. 

Eugene  Strange,  President,  National  Com¬ 
munications  Services,  107  St.  Andrews 
Drive,  Vienna,  Virginia  22180. 

William  B.  Moriarty,  II,  National  Data  Cor¬ 
poration,  One  National  Date  Plaza,  Atlanta, 
Georgia  30329. 

Ralph  W.  Christry,  Esq.,  Alston,  Miller  & 
Gaines.  1800  M  Street,  N.W.,  Suite  1000, 
Washington,  D.C.  20036.  Counsel  for  Na¬ 
tional  Data  Corporation. 

Thomas  W.  Kern,  Manager,  Systems  Stand¬ 
ards,  Industry  Standards  and  Relations, 
NCR  Corporation,  Main  and  "K”  Streets, 
Dayton,  Ohio  45479. 

General-  Counsel,  Executive  Office  of  the 
President,  Office  of  Telecommunications 
Policy,  1800  O  Street,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20504. 

Raymond  Panko,  808  Coleman  Avenue,  Apt. 
12,  Menlo  Park,  California  94025. 

David  R.  Ellis,  Esq.,  RCA  American  Com¬ 
munications .  Inc.,  201  Centennial  Avenue, 
Plscataway,  New  Jersey  08854. 


Donald  J.  Elardo,  Esq.,  RCA  Global  Com¬ 
munications,  Inc.,  60  Broad  Street,  New 
York,  New  York  10004. 

David  J.  Cook,  Esq.,  Nixon,  Hargrave, 
Devans  and  Doyle,  Lincoln  First  Tower, 
Rochester,  New  York  14603.  Counsel  for 
Rochester  Telephone  Corporation. 

John  R.  Bonlca,  Rutgers  Journal  of  Com¬ 
puters  and  the  Law.  180  University  Avenue, 
Newark,  New  Jersey  07102. 

F.  Sherwood  Lewis,  Esq.,  Assistant  Cor¬ 
porate  Counsel,  Sander  Associates,  Inc., 
Daniel  Webster  Highway  South,  Nashua, 
New  Hampshire  03061. 

•  F.  Thomas  Tuttle,  Esq.,  Counsel,  Regula¬ 
tory  Matters,  Satellite  Business  Systems, 
8003  Westpark  Drive,  McLean,  Virginia 
22101. 

Philip  S.  Abrams,  Vice  Presdent,  Scientific 
Time  Sharing  Corporation,  7316  Wisconsin 
Avenue,  Suite  207,  Bethesda,  Maryland 
20014. 

David  B.  Goldstein.  Esq.,  Davis,  Wright, 
Todd,  Riese  St  Jones,  4200  Seattle,  First 
National  Bank  Building,  Seattle,  Washing¬ 
ton  98154.  Counsel  for  Seattle-First  Na¬ 
tional  Bank. 

John  L.  Bartlett,  Esq.,  Kirkland,  Ellis  St 
Rowe,  1776  K  Street,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20006.  Counsel  for  Securities  Indus¬ 
try  Automation  Corporation. 

John  V.  Kenney,  Esq.,  1620  Eye  Street,  N.W., 
Suite  615,  Washington,  D.C.  20006.  Coun¬ 
sel  for  Southern  Pacific  Communications 
Company. 

Frank  M.  Lesher,  Esq.,  Sperry  Unlvac  Divi¬ 
sion,  Sperry  Rand  Corporation,  P.O.  Box 
500,  Blue  Bell,  Pennsylvania  19422. 

Lloyd  I.  Krause,  Stanford  Research  Institute, 
Menlo  Park,  California  94025. 

Philip  M.  Walker.  Esq.,  Telenet  Communica¬ 
tions  Corporation,  1050  17th  Street,  N.W., 
Washingotn,  D.C.  20036. 

Donald  E.  Ward,  Esq.,  1050  17th  Street,  N.W.. 
Suite  840,  Washington,  D.C.  20036.  Coun¬ 
sel  for  Telenet  Communications  Corpora¬ 
tion. 

Fred  W.  Morris,  President,  Tele-Sciences  Cor¬ 
poration,  9315  Hollyqak  Court,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20034. 

Merrlkay  S.  Hall.  Hughes,  Hubbard  &  Reed. 
One  Wall  Street,  New  York,  New  York 
10005.  Counsel  for  Thrift  Transfer  Serv¬ 
ices,  Inc. 

Roderick  A.  Mette,  Esq.,  1747  Pennsylvania 
Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.,  20006. 
Counsel  for  TRT  Telecommunications 
Corporation. 

William  M.  Combs,  President,  Tymnet,  Inc., 
10261  Bubb  Road,  Cupertino,  California 
96014. 

John  O.  Somers,  Esq.,  P.O.  Box  11315,  Kan¬ 
sas  City,  Missouri  64112.  Counsel  for  United 
Computer  Systems,  Inc. 

Thomas  J.  O’Reilly,  Esq.,  Chadbourne, 
Park,  Whiteside  Sc  Wolff,  1150  17th  Street. 
N.W.,  Washington.  D.C.  20036.  Counsel  for 
United  States  Independent  Telephone  As¬ 
sociation. 

John  M.  Lothschuetz,  Esq.,  Carolyn  C.  Hill, 
Esq..  1800  K.  Street.  N.W..  Suite  1102. 
Washington,  D.C.  20006.  Counsel  for  United 
Systems  Service,  Inc.,  on  behalf  of  the 
member  companies  of  the  United  Tele¬ 
phone  System. 

Warren  E.  Baker,  Esq.,  P.O.  Box  11315.  Kan¬ 
sas  City.  Missouri  64112.  Counsel  for 
United  Systems  Service,  Inc.,  on  behalf  of 
the  member  companies  of  the  United 
Telephone  System. 
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Charles  M.  Meehan.  Esq..  Keller  ft  Heckman. 
1150  17th  Street.  N.W..  Suite  1000.  Wash¬ 
ington.  D.C.  20036.  Counsel  for  Utilities 
Telecommunications  Council. 

Stephen  C.  Weingarten,  Esq.,  Western 
Union  International,  Inc..  One  WUI  Plaza. 
New  York.  New  York  10004. 

Joel  Yohalem,  Esq.,  Robert  N.  Oreen.  Esq  . 
Western  Union  Telegraph  Company.  1828 


FEDERAL 


L  Street.  N  W..  Washington.  D  C.  20036. 

James  H.  Carlisle.  The  Annenberg  School 
of  Communications.  University  of  South¬ 
ern  California.  University  Park,  Los  An¬ 
geles.  California  90007. 

Kenneth  Robinson.  Esq.,  U  S.  Department  of 
Justice.  Constitution  Avenue  at  10th 
Street.  N.W  .  Washington.  D  C.  20530. 

John  L  Wheeler.  Xerox  Corporation.  Xerox 
Square  114,  Rochester.  New  York  14644. 
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*  Edgar  Mayfield.  Esq.,  American  Telephone 
ft  Telegraph  Company.  Long  Lines  Depart¬ 
ment.  P.O.  Box  32,  Room  4B-112,  Bed- 
mlnster.  New  Jersey  07921. 

•  James  R.  Tuck.  Esq..  NLT  Computer  Serv¬ 
ices  Corporation.  3767  New  Oetwell  Road. 
Memphis.  Tennessee  38118. 
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notices 

This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  documents  othe  r  than  rules  or  proposed  rules  that  are  applicable  to  the  public.  Notices 
of  hearings  and  investigations,  committee  meetings,  agency  decisions  and  rulings,  delegations  of  authority,  filing  of  petitions  and  applications 
and  agency  statements  of  organization  and  functions  are  examples  of  documents  appearing  in  this  section. 


ADMINISTRATOR  EMERGENCY 
NATURAL  GAS  ACT  OF  1977 

|  Docket  No.  E77-1011 

TEXAS  GAS  TRANSMISSION  CORP. 

Emergency  Order 

On  May  3,  1977,  Texas  Gas  Transmis¬ 
sion  Corporation  (Texas  Gas),  as  agent 
for  certain  of  its  customers,1  filed,  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  6  of  the  Emergency 
Natural  Gas  Act  of  1977  (Act) ,  Pub.  L. 
95-2  (91  Stat.  4  (1977)),  an  application 
for  authorization  to  transport  natural 
gas  which  it  is  purchasing  for  certain 
of  its  customers. 

Texas  Gas,  as  agent,  executed  a  con¬ 
tract  on  April  12,  1977,  with  Hunt  Oil 
Company  (Hunt)  for  the  purchase  of 
approximately  1,000  Mcfd  from  the 
Bayou  Middle  Pork  Field,  Claiborne  Par¬ 
ish,  Louisiana.  Texas  Gas  will  receive 
these  volumes  at  the  outlet  of  the  Clai¬ 
borne  Gasoline  Plant,  Claiborne  Parish, 
Louisiana,  and  transport  these  supplies 
through  its  existing  pipeline  facilities  to 
the  customers  for  which  it  is  purchasing 
the  gas. 

The  total  price  to  be  paid  by  Texas 
Gas,  as  agent,  is  $2.25  per  MMBtu.  This 
price  is  fair  and  equitable  in  accordance 
with  Order  No.  2. 

Texas  Gas’  proposed  transportation 
rates  are  based  upon  the  cost  data  sup¬ 
porting  the  settlement  rates  in  Texas 
Gas’  most  recent  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion  rate  case  in  Docket  No.  RP76-17  and 
the  retention  of  a  percent  of  the  trans¬ 
ported  volumes  for  compressor  fuel  and 
company  use  and  loss.  I  find  no  basis 
for  prescribing  other  charges  since  the 
parties  have  agreed  upon  the  transpor¬ 
tation  charges. 

Based  upon  the  foregoing,  Texas  Gas* 
is  authorized  to  purchase  gas,  as  agent, 
from  Hunt  and  to  transport  such  gas  for 
certain  of  its  customers.  TTiis  authoriza¬ 
tion  is  conditioned  on  (i)  Texas  Gas’ 
submission  of  the  names  of  the  custo¬ 
mers’  for  which  it  is  acting  as  agent,  and 
(ii)  Texas  Gas’  agreement  to  submit  the 
reports  required  by  Order  No.  4. 

This  order  is  issued  pursuant  to  the 
authority  delegated  to  me  by  the  Presi¬ 
dent  in  Executive  Order  No.  11969  (Feb¬ 
ruary  2,  1977),  and  shall  be  served  upon 
Texas  Gas  and  Hunt.  This  order  shall 
also  be  published  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter. 

This  order  and  authorization  granted 
herein  are  subject  to  the  continuing  au¬ 
thority  of  the  Administrator  under  Pub. 


•These  customers  are  local  distribution 
companies  and  Interstate  pipelines  as  defined 
in  sections  2  (1).  (6)  of  the  Act  (91  Stat.  4). 


L.  95-2  and  the  rules  and  regulations 
which  may  be  issued  thereunder. 

Richard  L.  Dunham, 
Administrator. 

May  5,  1977. 

(FR  Doc.77-13388  Filed  5-9-77; 8: 45  ami 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Federal  Grain  Inspection  Service 
GRAIN  STANDARDS 
Louisiana  Grain  Inspection  Areas 

Statement  of  considerations.  Pursuant 
to  sections  7(e)(1)  and  7A(c)(l)  of  the 
U.S.  Grain  Standards  Act  of  1976  (7 
U.S.C.  71  et  seq.),  hereinafter  the  “Act,” 
the  Federal  Grain  Inspection  Service  is 
required  to  provide  official  inspection 
and  weighing  services  for  all  grains  re¬ 
quired  or  authorized  to  be  inspected  and 
weighed  by  the  Act,  at  those  export  port 
locations  where  a  state  is  not  delegated 
to  perform  these  official  services  (7 
U.S.C.  79(e)(1)  and  7  U.S.C.  79a(c)(l)). 

The  Federal  Grain  Inspection  Service 
will  assume  performance  of  official  in¬ 
spection  and  weighing  services  at  such 
export  port  locations  within  18  months 
of  the  November  20,  1976,  effective  date 
of  the  amended  Act.  Provided  that,  sub¬ 
ject  to  meeting  certain  requirements  of 
the  Act,  existing  official  agencies  may 
continue  to  function  during  such  a  tran¬ 
sition  period. 

The  New  Orleans  Board  of  Trade,  New 
Orleans,  Louisiana,  a  designated  official 
agency  at  the  following  Louisiana  par¬ 
ishes  or  portions  thereof :  Orleans, 
Plaquemines,  and  Jefferson,  will  cease 
providing  official  inspection  services  ef¬ 
fective  midnight,  May  7,  1977,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  prior  notice  to  the  Federal 
Grain  Inspection  Service. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  effective 
May  8,  1977,  the  designation  of  the  New 
Orleans  Board  of  Trade,  New  Orleans, 
Louisiana,  as  an  official  agency  is  can¬ 
celed  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  sec¬ 
tion  7(g)(2)  of  the  Act  (7  U.S.C.  79 

(g)(2)). 

The  Federal  Grain  Inspection  Service, 
effective  May  8,  1977,  will  commence 
providing  official  grain  inspection  and 
weighing  services  at  the  area  previously 
serviced  by  the  New  Orleans  Board  of 
Trade  including  the  following  Louisiana 
parishes  or  portions  thereof:  Orleans, 
Plaquemines,  and  Jefferson,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  sections  7(e)  (1)  and  7A(c)  (1) 
of  the  Act  (7  U.S.C.  79(e)(1)  and  7 
U.S.C.  79a(c)(l)).  The  land-based  ele¬ 
vators  in  this  inspection  area  include  the 
Mississippi  River  Grain  Elevator,  Myrtle 
Grove,  Louisiana,  the  Continental  Grain 


Company,  Westwego,  Louisiana,  and  the 
Bulk  Terminal  and  the  Public  Grain  Ele¬ 
vator,  New  Orleans,  Louisiana. 

(Sec.  7  (Pub.  L.  94-582  )  90  Stat.  2870  (7 
U.S.C.  79);  sec.  7A  (Pub.  L.  94-582  )  90  Stat. 
2875  (7  U.S.C.  79A) .) 

Effective  date:  This  notice  shall  be¬ 
come  effective  May  7, 1977. 

Done  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  May  4, 
1977. 

D.  R.  Galliart, 
Interim  Administrator. 

|FR  Doc.77-13205  Filed  5-9-77:8:45  &m| 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

NATIONAL  FOREST  MANAGEMENT  ACT 
COMMITTEE  OF  SCIENTISTS 

Meeting 

The  Committee  of  Scientists  will  meet 
at  9  a.m.  on  May  24, 1977,  through  after¬ 
noon  of  May  26,  1977,  in  Room  104-A  of 
the  Department  of  Agriculture  Adminis¬ 
tration  Building,  14th  and  Independence 
Ave.  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  meeting  is  Organization  and 
defining  the  role  and  charter  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  of  Scientists. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public. 
Persons  who  wish  to  attend  should  notify 
Charles' R.  Hartgraves,  Forest  Service, 
AC  202-447-5933.  Written  statements 
may  be  filed  with  the  committee  before 
or  after  the  meeting. 

M.  Rupert  Cutler, 
Assistant  Secretary. 

May  6. 1977. 

| FR  Doc.77-13459  Filed  5-6-77:3:43  pm] 

Rural  Electrification  Administration 

COPPER  VALLEY  ELECTRIC  ASSOCIATION, 
INC.,  GLENNALLEN,  ALASKA 

Proposed  Loan  Guarantee 

Under  the  authority  of  Pub.  L.  93-32 
(87  Stat.  65)  and  in  conformance  with 
applicable  agency  policies  and  procedures 
as  set  forth  in  REA  Bulletin  20-22 
(Guarantee  of  Loans  for  Bulk  Power 
Supply  Facilities),  notice  is  hereby  given 
that  the  Administrator  of  REA  will  con¬ 
sider:  (a)  providing  a  guarantee  sup¬ 
ported  by  the  full  faith  and  credit  of  the 
United  States  of  America  for  a  loan  in 
the  approximate  amount  of  $16,000,000 
to  Copper  Valley  Electric  Association, 
Inc.,  of  Glennallen,  Alaska,  and  (b)  sup¬ 
plementing  such  a  loan  with  an  insured 
REA  loan  at  5  percent  interest  in  the 
approximate  amount  of  $14,326,000  to 
this  cooperative.  These  loan  funds  will  be 
used  to  finance  a  project  consisting  of  a 
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12,000  kW  hydro  generating  unit,  sub¬ 
station,  and  104  miles  of  138  kV  and  4 
miles  of  25  kV  transmission  line. 

Legally  organized  lending  agencies 
capable  erf  making,  holding,  and  servic¬ 
ing  the  loan  proposed  to  be  guaranteed 
may  obtain  information  on  the  proposed 
project,  including  the  engineering  and 
economic  feasibility  studies  and  the  pro¬ 
posed  schedule  for  the  advances  to  the 
borrower  of  the  guaranteed  loan  funds 
from  Mr.  James  P.  Palin,  Manager,  Cop¬ 
per  Valley  Electric  Association,  Inc.,  Box 
45,  Glennallen,  Alaska  99588. 

In  order  to  be  considered,  proposals 
must  be  submitted  on  or  before  June  9, 
1977,  to  Mr.  Palin.  The  right  is  reserved 
to  give  such  consideration  and  make 
such  evaluation  or  other  disposition  of 
all  proposals  received,  as  Copper  Valley 
Electric  Association.  Inc.,  and  REA  deem 
appropriate.  Prospective  lenders  are  ad¬ 
vised  that  the  guaranteed  financing  for 
this  project  is  available  from  the  Federal 
Financing  Bank  under  a  standing  agree¬ 
ment  with  the  Rural  Electrification  Ad¬ 
ministration. 

Copies  of  REA  Bulletin  20-22  are  avail¬ 
able  from  the  Director,  Information 
Services  Division,  Rural  Electrification 
Administration,  U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Washington.  D.C.  20250. 

Dated  at  Washinton,  D.C.,  this  2d  day 
of  May  1977. 

David  A.  Ha  mil, 
Administrator.  Rural 
Electrification  Administration. 

|FB  Doc.77-13137  FUed  5-9-77:8:46  ami 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

|  Docket  No.  27557 1 

CARGO  CHARTER  TRANSFER  RATE 
INVESTIGATION 

Reconvening  Prehearing  Conference;  (for¬ 
mer  title — Transatlantic  FAK  Container 
and  Charter  Freight  Rates  Investigation) 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  pre- 
hearing  conference  in  the  above-entitled 
matter  will  be  reconvened  on  June  14. 
1977,  at  10  a.m.  (local  time),  in  Room 
1003,  Hearing  Room  D,  Universal  North 
Building,  1875  Connecticut  Avenue,  NW„ 
Washington,  D.C.,  before  the  under¬ 
signed  Administrative  Law  Judge.  ✓ 
In  order  to  facilitate  the  conduct  of 
the  conference,  parties  are  instructed  to 
submit  one  copy  to  each  party  and  six 
copies  to  the  Judge  of  (1)  proposed 
statements  of  issues:  (2)  proposed  stip¬ 
ulations;  (3)  requests  for  information: 
(4)  statements  of  positions  of  parties; 
and  (5>  proposed  procedural  dates.  The 
Bureau  of  Economics  will  circulate  its 
material  on  or  before  May  31,  1977,  and 
the  other  parties  on  or  before  June  7. 
1977.  The  submissions  of  the  other  par¬ 
ties  shall  be  limited  to  points  on  which 
they  differ  with  the  Bureau  of  Economics, 
and  shall  follow  the  numbering  and  let¬ 
tering  used  by  the  Bureau  to  facilitate 
cross-referencing.  All  submittal  dates  es¬ 
tablished  herein  are  to  be  regarded  as 
dates  for  receipt  and  not  as  mailing 
dates. 


Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  May  4. 
1977. 

Thomas  P.  Sheehan. 
Administrative  Law  Judge. 

| FR  Doc  77-13262  FUed  5-9-77:8:45  am| 


(Order  77-5-13.  Docket  29123  Agreement 
CA  B  26319  R-l  through  R-23,  etc.l 

IATA 

Passenger  Fares 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C., 
on  the  4th  day  of  May  1977. 

Agreements  adopted  by  Traffic  Con¬ 
ference  3  of  the  International  Air  Trans¬ 
port  Association  relating  to  passenger 
fares.  * 

In  Order  77-3-163,  March  29,  1977,  the 
Board  deferred  action  upon  Agreement 
C.A.B.  26319,  adopted  by  the  member  car¬ 
riers  of  the  International  Air  Transport 
Association  (IATA).  which  proposes  a 
new  intra-Paciflc  fare  package,  in  view 
of  information  that  the  carriers  had 
adopted  an  agreement  at  a  special  meet¬ 
ing  in  Manila  modifying  their  original 
proposal.  The  Board  noted  at  that  time 
that  the  new  agreement  should  be  filed 
shortly  and  stated  its  intention  to  con¬ 
sider  both  agreements  as  one  package. 
That  agreement  has  now  been  filed  and 
has  been  designated  Agreement  C.A.B. 
26542.' 

Together,  the  two  agreements  com¬ 
prise  the  intra-Paciflc  fare  structure  to 
be  effective  through  March  1978  and  has 
direct  application  in  air  transportation, 
as  defined  by  the  Act,  only  insofar  as 
fares  to/from  Guam  and  American 
Samoa  are  concerned.  The  earlier  agree¬ 
ment  proposes  a  five-percent  increase  in 
normal  first-class  and  promotional  fares 
and  a  three-percent  increase  in  normal 
economy  fares.  Agreement  C.A.B.  26542, 
however,  modifies  that  earlier  proposal 
in  that  normal  first-class,  economy -class, 
and  excursion  fares  to/from  Guam  and 
American  Samoa,  and  certain  other  des¬ 
tinations  in  the  Pacific  Basin,  would 
remain  at  levels  approved  by  the  Board 
in  Order  76-5-95,  May  21,  1976.  The 
agreement  would  add  normal  first-class, 
economy-class,  and  excursion  fares  for 


1  We  will  also  herein  dispose  of  a  mail-vote 
agreement  amending  an  Intra-Paciflc  group 
Inclusive-tour  fare,  the  application  of  which 
doec  not  Involve  U.S.  points. 


travel  between  Guam  and  Jakarta,  at 
levels  higher  than  those  contained  in 
presently  effective  tariffs,  and  would 
make  certain  other  technical  adjust¬ 
ments  in  various  fare  resolutions  primar¬ 
ily  to  correct  anomalies  in  the  construc¬ 
tion  and  combination  of  fares  in  the  Pa¬ 
cific  area. 

The  Board  will  dispose  of  the  agree¬ 
ments  here  before  it  in  a  manner  con¬ 
sistent  with  its  recent  disposition  of  re¬ 
cent  agreements  relating  to  the  North/ 
Central  and  South  Pacific  fare  struc¬ 
tures.  With  regard  to  the  North/Central 
Pacific  agreement,  the  Board  found  the 
proposed  increases  in  most  fares  to  be 
warranted.  However,  the  proposed  North/ 
Central  normal  economy  and  21 -day  ex¬ 
cursion  fares  were  found  to  be  in  excess 
of  costs."  Insofar  as  data  affecting  Guam 
are  typicaly  included  in  carrier  justifi¬ 
cation  for  North/Central  Pacific  fare  in¬ 
creases,  we  are  unable  to  conclude  that 
normal  economy  fares  to/from  Guam 
are  not  also  in  excess  of  costs.  In  view 
of  these  circumstances,  we  will  approve 
the  increased  fares  proposed  to/from 
Guam  with  the  exception  of  the  normal 
economy-fare  increase.  Contrary  to  our 
action  with  respect  to  the  proposed  in¬ 
crease  in  the  North /Central  Pacific  ex¬ 
cursion  fare,  however,  we  will  approve 
the  increase  in  this  fare  proposed  to/ 
from  Guam  since  it  presently  reflects  a 
much  greater  discount  from  the  normal 
economy  fare  than  does  the  correspond¬ 
ing  fare  to  other  North/Central  Pacific 
destinations.  Since  the  Board  disap¬ 
proved  all  increases  proposed  in  fares 
applicable  on  the  South  Pacific  route  due 
to  the  excess  earnings  forecast  by  the 
principal  U.S.  carrier  in  that  area,  we 
will  similarly  disapprove  all  increases 
proposed  in  fares  to/from  American 
Samoa,  inasmuch  as  data  affecting 
American  Samoa  are  typically  included 
in  justification  for  South  Pacific  fare  in¬ 
creases.* 

The  Board,  acting  pursuant  to  sections 
102.  204(a),  and  412  of  the  Act.  makes 
the  following  findings; 

1.  It  is  not  found  that  the  following  re¬ 
solutions.  incorporated  in  the  agreements 
as  indicated,  are  adverse  to  the  public 
interest  or  in  violation  of  the  Act.  pro¬ 
vided  that  approval  is  subject,  where  ap¬ 
plicable.  to  conditions  previously  imposed 
by  the  Board : 


3  See  Order  77-3-163.  Mar.  29.  1977. 
*  See  Order  77-2-32.  Feb  4.  1977. 


Agreement  IATA  No. 
CAB 


Title 


Application 


2631!*: 

R-l..  00P>  TC3-8pecial  Effectiveness  Resolution  (Tie-in) . ... 

R-2 .  001hl>  Special  Escape  for  TC3  Supersonic  Fares  (New) .  . 

R-3 .  002  Standard  Revalidation  Resolution  . . . . 

R-4. .  014a  Construction  Rules  lor  I’assenger  Fares  i  Revalidating  and  Amending*.. 

R-.r>. . .  014oo  Construction  Rule  for  TC3  (Revalidating  and  Amending) . 

R-6...  022c  TC3  Adjustment  Factors  for  Sales  of  I’assenger  Air  Transportation  (New)  _ 

26.M2: 

R-l .  022c  TC3  Adjustment  Factors  for  Sales  of  I’assenger  Air  Transportation 

(Amending). 

R-2 .  013  TC3  First  Class  Fares  (Amending) . . 

R-4  .  070a  TCS  Excursion  Fares  (Amending) . . . . 

R-7  .  060e  TC3  Individual  Inclusive  Tour  Fares  (Amending) . . . . 


3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 
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2.  It  Is  not  found  that  the  following  resolutions,  incorporated  in  Agreement  C.A.B. 
26319  as  indicated,  are  adverse  to  the  public  interest  or  in  violation  of  the  Act  insofar 
as  they  would  apply  in  air  transportation  to/from  Guam  provided  that  approval  is 
subject,  where  applicable,  to  conditions  previously  imposed  by  the  Board: 


Agreement  IATA  No.  Title  Application 

CAB 


26319: 

R-7 .  053  TC3  First  Class  Fares . ------ . . 

R-9 .  070a  TC3  Excursion  Fares  (Revalidating  and  Amending).-... . ...... 

R-17 _  080e  TC8  Individual  Inclusive  Tour  Fares  (Revalidating  and  Amending). 

R-20  _  084k  TC3  Group  Inclusive  Tour  Fares  (Revalidating  and  Amending) - 


3 

3 


3 


3.  It  is  not  found  that  the  following  resolutions,  incorporated  into  the  agreements 
as  indicated  and  which  have  indirect  application  in  air  transportation  as  defined 
by  the  Act,  are  adverse  to  the  public  interest  or  in  violation  of  the  Act: 


Agreement  IATA  No. 
CAB 


Title 


Application 


26319: 

R-13-. 
26542: 
R-5— . 
R-10-. 


075a  Common  Interest  Group  Fares  (Revalidating  and  Amending). . .  3 

076c  TC3  Affinity.  Own  Use  and/or  Incentive  Group  Travel  (Amending.)... -  3 

084z  TC3  Group  Inclusive  Tour  Fares  South  West  Pacific  (Amending) . .  3 


4.  It  is  found  that  the  following  resolutions,  incorporated  in  the  agreements  as 
indicated,  are  adverse  to  the  public  interest  and  in  violation  of  the  Act: 


Agreement 

CAB 

IATA  No. 

TiUe 

* 

Application 

26319: 

R-8 

063 

.  3 

26542: 

R-3 . 

063 

TC3  Economy  Class  Fares  (Amending) _ _ _ 

.  3 

5.  It  is  found  that  the  following  resolutions,  incorporated  in  the  agreements  as 
indicated,  are  adverse  to  the  public  interest  and  in  violation  of  the  Act  insofar  as 
they  would  apply  in  air  transportation  to/from  American  Samoa: 


Agreement  IATA  No.  Title  Application 


CAB 


26319: 

R-7 _  053  TC3  First  Class  Fares . 3 

R-9 _  070a  TC3  Excursion  Fares  (Revalidating  and  Amending) _ 3 

R-14 _  076c  TC3  Affinity  Own  Use  and/or  Incentive  Group  Travel  (Revalidating  and  3 

Amending.) 

R-17 .  OHOe  TC3  Individual  Inclusive  Tour  Fares  (Revalidating  and  Amending) _  3 

R-21 .  064kk  TC3  Group  Inclusive  Tour  Fares— Asia/South  West  Paciiic  (Revalidating  3 

and  Amending). 

R-22  .  064L  TC3  28 and  35  Day  Group  Inclusive  Tour  Fares  (Revalidating  and  Amend-  3 

ing). 

R-23 _  0B4z  TC3  Group  Inclusive  Tour  Fares  6outh  West  Pacific  (Revalidating  and  3 

Amending). 

R-9 _  081k k  TC3  Group  Inclusive  Tour  Fares— Asia/South  West  Pacific  (Amending)...  3 


6.  It  is  not  found  that  the  following  resolutions,  incorporated  in  the  agreements 
a§  indicated,  affect  air  transportation  within  the  meaning  of  the  Act: 


Agreement  IATA  No.  TiUe  Application 


26319: 

R-10 _  070h  TC3  Exeeursion  Fares— Fiji  to  India  (Revalidating and  Amending). . 

R-ll .  070n  TC3  45  Pay  Excursion  Fares— Australia,  New  Zealand  and  New 

Caledonia  to  Afghanistan,  Bangladesh.  India,  Nepal,  Pakistan 
and  Sri  Lanka  (Revalidating  and  Amending). 

R-12 .  070c  TC3  New  Zealand/Fiji  Early  Purchase  Individual  Contract  Re¬ 

validating  and  Amending). 

R-15 _  076v  TC3  Incentive  Group  Fares  ( Revalidating  and  Amending) . 

R-16 _  079f  TC3  Contract  Bulk  Inclusive  Tour  Rules  (Revalidating  and 

Amending). 

R-18 .  080f  TC3  35  Pay  Individual  and  Group  Inclusive  Tour  Fares,  Australia/ 

New  Zealand  to  Bangladesh/Burma/India/Nepal/Pakistan/Sri 
Lanka. 

R-19 _  081j  TC3  17  Pay  Group  Inclusive  Tour  Fares  Bangkok  to  Calcutta  (Re¬ 

validating  and  Amending). 

26542: 

R-6 _  0791  TC3  Contract  Bulk  Inclusive  Tour  Rules  (Amending) _ _ 

R-8 . —  084kk  TC3  Group  Inclusive  Tour  Fares  (Amending) . 


3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 


3 

3 


IATA  Resolution 
26552 .  300(Mail  122)084k 


Accordingly,  It  is  ordered.  That: 

1.  Those  portions  of  Agreements  C.AB. 
26319  and  C.A.B.  26642,  set  forth  in  find¬ 
ing  paragraphs  one  and  three  above,  be 
and  hereby  are  approved,  subject  where 
applicable,  to  conditions  previously  im¬ 
posed  by  the  Board; 

2.  Those  portions  of  Agreement  C.AJB. 
26319,  set  forth  in  finding  paragraphs 
two  above,  be  and  hereby  are  approved 
insofar  as  they  would  apply  in  air  trans¬ 
portation  to/from  Guam,  provided  that 
approval  is  subject,  where  applicable,  to 
conditions  previously  imposed  by  the 
Board; 

3.  Those  portions  of  Agreements  C-A.B. 
26319  and  C.A.B.  26542,  set  forth  in  find¬ 
ing  paragraph  four  above  be  and  hereby 
are  disapproved; 

4.  Those  portions  of  Agreements  C.A.B. 
26319  and  C.A.B.  26542,  set  forth  in  find¬ 
ing  paragraph  five  above,  be  and  hereby 
are  disapproved  insofar  as  they  would 
apply  in  air  transportation  to/from 
American  Samoa. 

5.  Jurisdiction  be  and  hereby  is  dis¬ 
claimed  with  respect  to  those  portions 
of  Agreements  C.A.B.  26319,  CA3.  26542, 
and  CA.B.  26552  set  forth  in  finding 
paragraph  six  above; 

6.  The  carriers  are  hereby  authorized 
to  file  tariffs  implementing  the  approved 
portions  of  the  agreements  on  not  less 
than  one  day’s  notice  for  effectiveness  not 
earlier  than  May  9,  1977.  The  authority 
granted  in  this  paragraph  expires  June  9, 
1977;  and 

7.  Tariffs  implementing  the  approved 
portions  of  the  Agreements  shall  be 
marked  to  expire  March  31,  1978. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the 

Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.77-13264  FUed  5-10-77:8:45  am] 


(Docket  No.  29323] 

INTERNATIONAL  AIR  SERVICE  CO. 

Hearing  Regarding  Acquisition  of  Control  of 
Aloha  Airlines,  Inc. 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958,  as  amended,  that  a  hearing  in  the 
above-entitled  proceeding  is  assigned  to 
be  held  on  May  16.  1977,  at  9:30  am. 
(local  time),  in  Room  1003,  Hearing 
Room  D,  Universal  North  Building,  1075 
Connecticut  Avenue,  NW„  Washington, 
D.C. 

For  details  of  the  issues  involved  in 
this  proceeding,  interested  persons  are 
referred  to  the  Prehearing  Conference 
Report,  served  March  9,  1977,  and  other 
documents  which  are  in  the  docket  of 
this  proceeding  on  file  in  the  Docket  Sec¬ 
tion  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  May  4, 
1977. 

Stephen  J.  Gross, 

Administrative  Law  Judge. 

I  FR  Doc.77-13261  Filed  5-9-77:8:45  am] 
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LEE  R.  WEST 

Designation  To  Serve  as  Acting  Chairman 
of  the  Board 

May  4,  1977. 

The  Civil  Aeronautics  Board  today  has 
been  advised  that  President  Carter  has 
designated  Member  Lee  R.  West  to  serve 
as  Acting  Chairman  of  the  Board.  Mem¬ 
ber  Richard  J.  O’Melia  had  earlier  sub¬ 
mitted  his  resignation  as  Vice  Chairman 
of  the  Board,  effective  at  the  pleasure  of 
the  President. 

The  Board  by  unanimous  vote  desig¬ 
nated  Member  West  Acting  Chairman. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 

Secretary. 

| PR  Doc.77-1325P  Piled  5-9-77:8:45  am| 

CIVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSION 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Grant  of  Authority  to  Make  Noncareer 
Executive  Assignment 

Under  authority  of  S  9.20  of  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Rule  IX  (5  CFR  9.20) .  the  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission  authorizes  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture  to  fill  by  noncareer 
executive  assignment  in  the  excepted 
service  the  position  of  Deputy  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Pood  and  Consumer  Serv¬ 
ices,  Immediate  Office,  Office  of  the  Sec¬ 
retary. 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission. 

James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant 
to  the  Commissioners. 

[FR  Doc.77-13183  Piled  5-9-77;8:45  am] 


FEDERAL  HOME  LOAN  BANK 
BOARD 

|  No.  AC-351 

TRI  COUNTY  SAVINGS  AND  LOAN 
ASSOCIATION 

Approval  of  Conversion  (Notice  of  Final 
Action) 

May  5,  1977.  • 
Notice  is  hereby  given  that  on  May  4, 
1977,  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank 
Board,  and  the  operating  head  of  the 
Federal  Savings  and  Loan  Insurance 
Corporation  by  Resolution  No.  77-279  ap¬ 
proved  the  application  of  Tri-County 
Savings  and  Loan  Association,  Camden, 
New  Jersey,  for  permission  to  convert 
to  the  stock  form  of  organization.  Copies 
of  the  application  are  available  for  in¬ 
spection  at  the  Office  of  the  Secretary  of 
said  Corporation,  320  First  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20552  and  at  the  Office 
of  the  Supervisory  Agent  of  said  Corpo¬ 
ration  at  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  of 
New  York,  One  World  Trade  Center, 
Floor  103,  New  York,  New  York  10048. 

By  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank 
Board. 

J.  J.  Finn, 

.  Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.77-13340  Filed  5-9-77;8:45  ami 


FEDERAL 


FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 


CERTIFICATES  OF  FINANCIAL  RESPONSI¬ 
BILITY  (OIL  POLLUTION) 

Certificates  Issued 


Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  vessel  owners  and/or  operators  have 
established  evidence  of  financial  respon¬ 
sibility,  with  respect  to  the  vessels  indi¬ 
cated,  as  required  by  section  311  (p)  ( 1  > 
of  the  Federal  Water  Pollution  Control 
Act,  and  have  been  issued  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission  Certificates  of  Finan¬ 
cial  Responsibility  (Oil  Pollution)  pur¬ 
suant  to  Part  542  of  Title  46  CFR. 


Certificate 

No. 

01067— 
01185— 
01750 _ 

01905... 

01910— 

02021  — 
02040  — 

02242— 

02367—. 
02876  —  . 


02958. — 
02975  — 

03008- - . 
03289  —  . 

03436-.. 

03614— 

03690  — 

03708. .. 

03735... 

03849... 

03863  — 
03920... 

14128  — 
04226 _ 

04228... 

14413... 
05003 ... 
05445— 
05549 ... 
05770— 
07627... 
07772... 
08131  — 
08229... 
09162... 
09226— 


Owner /Operator  and  Vessels 
Klosters  Rederl  A/S:  Sunward  II. 
Aksjeselskapet  Kosnws :  Jacara. 
Chotln  Transporatlon  Inc.:  ETT 
108,  ETT  112,  ETT  117,  EBL  62. 
The  Ben  Line  Steamers  Ltd.: 
Benhiant. 

Deutsche  Dampfschiffahrts  Ge- 
sellschaft  “Hansa":  Braunfels. 
Atlantska  Plovidba:  Hercegovina. 
"ODRA"  Swinoujscie:  Mustel. 

Dal  Deutsche  Afrlka-Llnlen 
G  m  b  H  and  Od.:  Gulf  Ranger. 
Canadian  Pacific  (Bermuda)  Ltd.: 
Fort  St.  John. 

Kabushiki  Kaisha  Hokkaido  Gyo- 
gyo  Kosha:  Kohoku  Maru  No. 
16;  Kohoku  Maru  No.  17. 
Kawasaki  Kisen  K.K.:  Iberia  Maru. 
Venture  Shipping  (Managers) 
Ltd:  Radiant  Venture;  Venus 
Venture;  Sovereign  Venture. 
Rederl  AB  Walltank:  Falstaff. 
Det  Forenede  Dampskib-Selskab 
A/S:  Drosselfels. 
lino  Kalun  KK  :  Toyosu. 

A/S  Kristian  Jebsens  Rederl: 
Ronnes;  Brunes. 

The  Harbor  Tug  and  Barge  Co.: 
Santo  Domingo. 

Puget  Sound  Tug  and  Barge  Co.: 
Oahu. 

Penrod  Drilling  Co.:  Penrod  75. 
Algoma  Central  Railway:  Algo- 
lake. 

Migrant  Shipping  Co.  Ltd.:  Maya. 
Nocos  Tankers  Inc.:  Mobil  Alad¬ 
din. 

Skips  A  'S  Westray:  Brunto. 
National  Marine  Service  Inc.:  NMS 
No.  1465;  NMS  No.  1466;  NMS 
No.  1467. 

Compagnie  Maritime  Beige  (Lloyd 
Royal)  S.A.:  Mineral  Luxem¬ 
bourg. 

Leif  Hoegh  and  Co.  A/S:  Hoegh 
Merchant. 

Wisconsin  Barge  Line  Inc.:  Wis¬ 
consin,  Joseph  Henderick. 
Eastern  Seaboard  Petroleum  Co. 

Inc. :  Eastpet  No.  6. 

Polska  Zegluga  Morska:  General 
Pradzynski. 

CA.  Venezolana  De  Navegaclon: 
Tachira. 

Kochi  Prefectural  Government: 
Tosakaien  Maru. 

Great  Eastern  Maritime  Co.  Ltd.: 

Penn  Hills;  Bloomfield. 

Empresa  Navegaclon  Carlbe: 
Play  a  Duaba. 

Salvesen  Offshore  Drilling  Ltd.: 
Wingate. 

Birdsall  Shipping  S.A.:  Tropic 
Isle. 

Manhattan  Oil  Transportation  of 
New  York  Inc.:  Joan  K;  Betty 
X;  Mantank;  Manoleine;  Ivor; 
Manhunt;  Starcraft;  Supercraft. 


Certificate 

No. 

09785... 

09872... 

09901... 

10591.. . 

10718— 

10963— 

11083.. . 

11587— 

11824.. . 
11982— 
12088— 

12115.. . 

12217.. . 

12305? _ 

12314 _ 

12342 _ 

12345.. . 

12370.. . 

12377— 

12379— 

12419— 

12430.. . 

12435.. . 
12450— 
12466. — 

12477.. . 

12448— 

12449.. . 

12451.. . 

12452.. . 
12453  — 

12454.. . 

12455  — 

12456  — 

12458.. . 

12462.. . 

12483.. . 

12464.. . 

12465.. . 

12467  — 

12468.. . 
12469  — 
12470— 
12471  — 


Owner/ Operator  and  Vessels 
San  Diego  Transportation  Co.: 
Ponce. 

Jourdaln  Navigation  Ltd.:  Edgar 
Jourdain. 

Tacarigua  Marine  CA.:  Tacamar 
IV. 

Transpac  Marine  S.A.:  Atlas  111; 

TM-622;  TM-633. 

Smlt  Lloyd  B.V.:  Smif  Lloyd  14. 
Kusuzi  Katoh:  Seiyu  Maru  No.  2. 
Sagami  Marine  Industries  Co.  Ltd: 
Leonila. 

Rowandrill  Inc.:  Rowan-Texas. 
Gavaly  Ultramar  S.A.:  Jadi. 

Aquila  Shipping  Co.  Inc.:  Aquila. 
Lerwick  Marine  Panama  S.A.: 

Alexander  S.  Onassis 
Nippon  Kyoko  Hogei  K.K.:  Konan 
Maru  No.  25. 

Canadian  National  Railway  Co.: 

Marine  Cruiser.  Bluenose. 
Transocean  Transport  Corp.  & 
Botelho  Shipping  Corp.:  Trans¬ 
ocean  Transport  II. 

Panama  Plywood  Corp.:  El  Ganso 
de  Oro. 

Natupan  Compania  Naviera  S.A.: 
Maracana  I. 

Drake  Towing  Co.,  Inc.:  SFI-73, 
SFI-71,  SFI-72,  S FI-74,  Warren. 
Alp  Shipping  Enterprises  Corp.: 
Mariprima. 

Chieftain  Shipping  Inc.:  Al  Redha. 
Greekhymn  Shipping  Co.  S.A. : 
Stenies. 

Capgreg  Compania  Maritima  S.A.: 
John  Gregos. 

Golden  Dragon  Co.  Ltd.  S.A.: 
Golden  Dragon. 

Pesquero  San  Martin  S.A.  de  C.V.: 
San  Martin  II. 

Silver  Bulk  Carriers  Ltd.:  Scto 
Bridge. 

Vroon  B.V.  Breskens  Handel-En 
Scheepvaartonderneming:  Bra¬ 
zilian  Express. 

Garden  Rouge  S.A.:  Despina  H. 
Sameiet  Vesterollsupply :  Sea 

Scout. 

Meteor  Maritime  Inc.:  Nahost 
Jumbo. 

Alice  Suzanne  International  Inc.: 
Alice  Ace. 

Aeolian  Maritime  Inc.:  Emil. 
Diades  Navigation  Inc.  of  Pana¬ 
ma:  Kodiak.  Kristel. 
Partenreederel  M  S.  Nautic:  Nau- 
tic. 

Ionian  Endurance  Marine,  Inc.: 
Samos  Progress. 

K/S  Merc  Scandla  XX:  Mercandi- 
an  Pacific. 

K/S  Merc  Scandla  XII:  Mercandi- 
an  Queen. 

Cla  Vasco  Cantabrica  de  Navega- 
cion  S.A.:  Elvira  C. 

Oyang  Fisheries  Co.  Ltd.:  No.  37 
Oyang. 

Matsubun  Gyogyo  Kabushiki  Kai¬ 
sha:  Ryuho  Maru  No.  15,  Ryuho 
Maru  No.  17,  Ryuho  Maru  No. 

31. 

Kashlma  Gyogyo  Kabushiki  Kai¬ 
sha:  Kashima  Maru  No.  23,  No. 
15  Kashima  Maru. 

Jadecorn  Shipping  Corp.:  Jade- 
com. 

Minos  Shipping  Co.  Ltd.:  Eurco 
Strength. 

Express  Line  S  A.:  Western  High¬ 
way. 

Gallant  Transport  S.A.:  Gallant 
Pioneer. 

Brave  Transport  S.A.:  Brave 
Pioneer. 
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Certificate 

No. 

12472- „ 
12473  — 

12474— 

12475  — 

12476- — 

12477--. 

12478— 


12479  _ 

12480  _ 

12481  _ 

12482  — 

12483  — 

12484  _ 

12485  _ 

12490  _ 

12491  — 

12492  — 

12493  — 

12494  - 

12489 - 

12498 _ 

12495  — 

12500- „ 
12501  — 
12502.  „ 
12503. 

12505— 

12508- „ 
12509— 

12510 _ 

12516 _ 

12518  _ 

12519  _ 

12520  _ 

12527 _ 

12530— 

12533 _ 

12535  _ 

12536  _ 

12537— 
12538 _ 


Owner /Operator  and  Vessels 

Solar  Transport  S.A.:  Solar  Peak. 

Yamakawa  Gyogyo  Seisan  Ku- 
mial:  Waka  Maru  No.  25. 

Asahi  Gyogo  Kabushiki  Kaisha : 
Asahi  Maru  No.  8. 

Sholchi  Gyogyo  Kabushiki  Kai¬ 
sha:  Shoichi  Maru  No.  52. 

Kabushiki  Kaisha  Kotobukimaru 
Tsuda  Gyogyobu:  Kotobuki- 
maru  No.  25,  Kotobukimaru  No. 
31. 

Kabushiki  Kaisha  Suzuki  Gyo¬ 
gyobu:  Ryujin  Maru  No.  11. 

Kabushiki  Kaisha  Maruyo  Gyo¬ 
gyobu:  Daikichi  Maru  No.  31. 
Daikichi  Maru  No.  32,  Daikichi 
Maru  No.  35,  Daikichi  Maru  No. 
37,  Daikichi  Maru  No.  38.  Dai¬ 
kichi  Maru  No.  51,  Daikichi 
Maru  No.  53. 

Kabushiki  Kaisha  Inai  %  Sanji 
Shotenf  No.  51  Hakuryu  Maru. 

Yugen  Kaisha  Endo  Gyogyobu : 
Choun  Maru  No.  21. 

Konno  Suisan  Kabushiki  Kaisha: 
Eikyumaru  No.  35. 

Yokichi  Akama:  Meisho  Maru  No 
IS. 

Yamasan  Endo  Kabushiki  Kaisha : 
Sachi  Maru  No.  23,  Sochi  Maru 
No.  22. 

Aomori  Ken  Enyo  Gyogyo  Ka¬ 
bushiki  Kaisah:  No.  11  Yashio 
Maru. 

Tharros  Navigation  Ltd.:  Tharros. 

Ionian  Glow  Marine  Inc.:  Star 
Light. 

Ionian  Spirit  Marine  Inc.:  Star 
Pride. 

Marfiel  Armadora  S.A.:  Juvena. 

Lucero  Armadora  S.A.:  Adaman- 
tios. 

Transworld  Tanker  Transport 
Inc.:  Energy  Growth. 

Comet  Maritime  Inc.:  Radiant 
Star. 

RSHV  Maasrix  B.V.:  Maasrix. 

Albafrigo  Navigation  Co.  S.A.:  Al- 
bafrigo. 

Albacore  Navigation  S.A.:  Alba- 
core. 

Starling  Marine  Corp.:  Hazel  Pros¬ 
perity. 

Aspera  Compania  Naviera  S.A.: 
Fay  C. 

Rederiet  Helleskov:  Winni  Hel- 
leskov,  Jeanette  Helleskov,  Hen- 
riette  Helleskov. 

Ionian  Beach  Marine  Inc.:  Samos 
Sea. 

Hawk  Navigation  Inc.:  Stolt  Boel. 

Eddie  Navigation  Corp.  S.A.:  Don 
Eduardo. 

Delta  Shipping  Ltd.:  Mediterra? 
nean  Carrier.  \ 

Marathon  Compania  Naviera  S.A.: 
Zephyros. . 

Ionian  Chance  Marine  Inc.:, 
Samos  Storm. 

Nea  Proodos  Shipping  Co.  S.A.: 
Helena  C. 

Nea  Elpis  Shipping  Co.  S.A.:  An¬ 
tonios  C. 

Kelvin  Shipping  Inc.:  Ioannis 
Martinos. 

Bright  Star  Maritime  Co.  S.A.: 
Arcadian  Star. 

Drake  Marine  Corp.:  Sanko  Trust. 

Statex  Petroleum  Inc.:  Z-62. 

Gebr.  Broere  B.V.:  Broere  Emer¬ 
ald. 

Stour  Shipolng  Inc.:  Sun  Antares. 

PoUris  Marine  Kabushiki  Kaisha: 
Blue  Polaris. 


Certificate 

No 

12539  _ 

12540  _ 

1 254 1  _ 

12542  — - 
12544. — 

12545  — 

12550  — 

12551  —  . 
12553  -- 

12555  _ 

12556  _ 

12557  _ 

12558  — 
12562... 

12561  — 
12563  — 


12564  —  . 
12567  —  . 
12569  — 

12572  —  . 

12573  —  . 

12574  — 

12575  — 

12576  —  - 

12577  — 

12578. .. 
12579  — 

12580 — 
12581  — 


Owner /Operator  and  Vessels 
Kabushiki  Kaisha  Asako  Shoten: 

Kintoku  Maru  No.  11. 

White  Rose  Shipping  Ltd.:  White 
Rose. 

Utopia  Naviera  Compania  S.A.: 

Southern  Highway. 

Legion  Maritime  S.A.:  Hakone. 
Cossira  Compagna  di  Navigazione 
S.P.A.:  Capo  Ovest. 

Kaplana  Shipping  Ltd.:  Salinas. 
Cotsakis  Shipping  S.A.:  Antonia. 
Laird  Shipping  Inc.:  Gemini. 
Kirkconncll  Shipping  Co.  Inc.: 

Island  Supplier,  Linera. 
Komanditselskapet  Sand  Shipping 
A/S:  Nopal  Sea. 

Universal  Seaways  Corp.  of  Li¬ 
beria:  Aristodikos. 

Transatlantic  Oceanways  Corp.  of 
Liberia:  Aristonidas. 

Transocean  Bulk  Transports  Corp. 

of  Liberia:  Messiniaki  Akti. 
Nissin  Gyogyo  K.K.:  Chuyo  Maru 
No.  18.  Chuyo  Maru  No.  21, 
Chuyo  Maru  No.  22. 

Kyuel  Gyogyo  Kabushiki  Kaisha: 

Kyuei  Maru  No.  1. 

Sato  Gyogyo  Kabushiki  Kaisha: 
Ryoan  Maru  No.  21.  Ryoan  Maru 
No.  23,  Ryoan  Maru  No.  25, 
Ryoan  Maru  No.  28. 

Tms  Acquisition  Corp.:  Moon 
Tide,  Sun  Tide. 

Ionian  Azur  Marine  Inc.:  Afroditi 
P. 

Northatlantic  Oil  Carriers  Ltd.: 
Evanthia. 

Biscay  Maritime  Ltd.:  Vronti. 
Rederi-Interessentskabet  Sif  22: 
Erik  Sif. 

Ippo  Shipping  Co.  Ltd.:  Shinko 
Maru. 

.Ro  Ro  Charterers  Corp.:  Seaspeed 
Arabia. 

Ambassador  Maritime  Inc.:  Hilary 
B. 

Kumagai  Gyogyo  Kabushiki  Kai¬ 
sha:  Hamazen  Maru  No.  35. 
Eucharis  Shipping  Corp.:  Arc. 
Taisei  Gyogyo  K.K.:  Taisei  Maru 
No.  1,  Taisei  Maru  No.  3,  Taisei 
Maru  No.  11,  Taisei  Maru  No.  16. 
Tricorn  Shipping  Corp.:  Tricorn. 
Western  Marine  Transport  Ltd.: 
Nata. 


By  the  Commission. 


Joseph  C.  Polking, 
Acting  Secretary. 

|  FR  Doc.77-13339  Filed  5-9-77. 8 : 45  am  | 


CERTIFICATES  OF  FINANCIAL 
RESPONSIBILITY  (OIL  POLLUTION) 

Certificates  Revoked 

Notice  of  voluntary  revocation  is  hereby 
given  with  respect  to  Certificates  of  Fi¬ 
nancial  Responsibility  (Oil  Pollution) 
which  had  been  issued  by  the  Federal 
Maritime  Commission,  covering  the  be¬ 
low  indicated  vessels,  pursuant  to  Part 
542  of  Title  46  CFR  and  section  311  (p) 

( 1 )  of  the  Federal  Water  Pollution  Con¬ 
trol  Act.  as  amended. 

Certificate 

No.  Owner /Operator  and  Vessels 

% 01 150 —  Chevron  Transport  Corp.:  Paul 
Pigott. 

01185 —  Aksjeselskapet  Kosmos:  Nopal  Ja- 
pana. 


Certificate 

No.  Owner /Operator  and  Vessels 

01330... Shell  tankers  (U.K.i  Ltd.:  Hemi- 
mactra. 


01428  — 

Ocean  Transport  &  Trading  Ltd.: 
Elpenor,  Phrontis. 

01430— 

Tankers  Ltd.:  Athelbrae. 

01439 _ 

Cory  Maritime  Ltd.:  Monkdgarth . 

01461 _ 

Home  Line  Ltd.:  Nimos. 

01588 _ 

Equity  Compania  Naviera  S  A. : 
Equity. 

01637... 

Sidarma  Societa  Italiana  di  Arma- 
mento  S.P.A. :  Piero  Foscari. 

01743  — 

Polestar  Compania  Naviera  S.A. 
Panama:  Maritsa. 

01842  —  . 

Christensen  Canadian  Enterprises: 
Theta. 

01982-.. 

Ab  Svenska  Ostasiatiska  Kom- 
paniet:  Tokyo. 

02242... 

Dal  Deutsche  Afrika-Linlen 

G.M.B.H.  &  Co.:  Pangini. 

02279  — 

Armenistis  Shipping  Co.  Ltd.  of 
Liberia:  Alikrator. 

02282... 

Park  Steamships,  Ltd.:  Green 
Park. 

02367... 

Canadian  Pacific  (Bermuda)  Ltd  : 
Pacific  Logger.  Chevron  Oil  Co.: 
Chevron-31,  S- 54.  Chevron-33. 
S-94.  S-55,  S-93,  No.  28.  No.  17. 
Chevron-32.  S-53,  BGG-100. 

S-87.  S-92,  MCN  No  3. 

02580  — 

Apple  River  Chemical  Co.  Division 
of  St.  Paul  Ammonia  Products. 
Inc.:  GWG-No.  103. 

02715... 

Allied  Towing  Corp.:  Hot  Oil  17. 

02858  — 

Tntermarine,  Inc.:  Gilia. 

02763  — . 

Ensenada  Maritima  Panama  S.A.: 
Olympic  Snotv. 

02889... 

Showa  Kaiun  K.K  :  Shobu  Maru. 

02976  — 

Arthur-Smith  Corp.:  Star  Dia¬ 
mond. 

02980  — 

Rederi  A  S  Mimer  and  A/S  Nor- 
fart:  Antna. 

03004... 

Rederi  A  Soya :  Faust. 

03012... 

Allki  Liberian  Maritime  Co.:  Tar¬ 
pon  Swift. 

03013... 

Tarstar  Shioping  Co.:  Aliki  IP. 

03014  — 

Tarwave  Shipping  Co.:  Tarpon 
Silver. 

03016— 

Tarsea  Shipping  Co.:  Tarpon 
River., 

03054... 

H.  Schuldt:  Mexican  Trader. 

03137  —  . 

Cunard  Steamship  Co.  Ltd.:  Lu¬ 
minous. 

03214  — 

Saleninvest  AB:  Sea  Sovereign. 

03358— 

St.  Thomas  Shipping  Co.,  Inc.: 
Fidelity. 

03389  — 

Shell  Tankers.  B.V.:  Marisa,  Phi¬ 
lippic. 

03438  — 

Inui  Kisen  Kabushiki  Kaisha : 
Evergreen. 

03441  — 

Japan  Line  K.K. :  Japan  Lilac. 

03479  — 

Okada  Shosen  Kabushiki  Kaisha: 
Fugaku  Maru. 

03484  — 

Sanko  Kisen  K.K. :  Juko  Maru. 

03501 _ ^ 

Osaka  Shosen  Mitsui  Senpaku 
K.K.:  Shinosaka  Maru. 

03508— 

Taivo  Gyogyo  K.K. :  Azuma  Maru 
No.  33. 

03627. — 

Igert  (a  corporation):  MBL-601. 

03708— 

Puget  Sound  Tug  and  Barge  Co.: 
PAC  336-2. 

03733— - 

Great  Lakes  Dredge  4c  Dock  Co.: 
No.  58. 

03837— 

N.M  Paterson  Sons  Ltd.:  Hamildoc. 

03913— . 

Iberian  Tankers  Co. :  Wapello. 

03973 _ 

Leaseback  Projects  Ltd.:  Chesley 
A.  Crosbie. 

03974 - 

Cro6bte  Services  Ltd.:  Sir  John 
Crosbie. 

04125 — 

Atlantic  Towing  Ltd.:  Irving 
Shark.  Irving  Dolphin,  Scotia 
Trader.  Irving  Sealion,  Irving 
Marigold. 
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Certificate 

No.  Owner /Operator  and  Vessels 

04126 _  Jugoslavenska  Llnijska  Plovidba. 

Rijeka:  Senj,  Volosko,  Opatija, 
Dunav,  Losinj,  Nikola  Tesla. 
Kastav.  Zvir,  Visevica,  Kick,  Ba- 
kar,  Kraljevicx,  Dreznica.  Lov- 
cen,  Drava.  Tuhobic,  Treci  Mai, 
Susak,  Sava.  Pionir,  Pula.  Goran 
Kovacic,  Zadar,  Kranjcevic. 

04136 _  Thomas  Marine  Co.:  GW-tOO, 

Sarah  E.  Thomas. 

04263 _  Way  wiser  Navigation  Corp.,  Ltd.: 

Florence,  Minlly. 

04394 _  Philippine  President  Lines,  Inc.: 

Asia  Seagull. 

04423...  Marcona  Carriers  Ltd.:  Marcona 
Prospector. 

04437 _  Lebeouf  Bros.  Towing  Co.,  Inc.: 

LBTCO  No.  4.  LBTCO  No.  5, 
LBTCO  No.  6,  LBTCO  No.  7, 
LBTCO  No.  8.  LBTCO  No.  10, 
LBTCO  No.  18,  LBTCO  No.  17, 
LBTCO  No.  16,  LBTCO  No.  15, 
LBTCO  No.  14.  LBTCO  No.  13, 
LBTCO  No.  12,  LBTCO  NO.  11. 

04480...  Omaezakl  Enyo  Oyogyo  Kyodo 
Kumiai:  Kaihou  Maru  No.  17. 

04491 _  Fukumaru  Gyogyo  Kabushlki  Ka- 

lsha:  Fuku  Maru  No.  18. 

04664 _  Yamashlta-Shlnnihon  Risen  Ka- 

Isha:  Yamatoshi  Maru,  Shin, 
nichi  Maru. 

04882 _  Compania  Navlera  Para  Vlajes  Sud 

America  S  A.:  Pantelis. 

06090...  ESSO  Petroleum  Co.  Ltd.:  ESSO 
Newcastle. 

05520...  Union  Carbide  Corp.:  NSBTS-2, 
CC-103. 

05718 _  Prosperity  Steamship  Co.  Ltd.: 

Lucky  Three,  Lucky  Two. 

06036 _  Tarsands  Shipping  Co.:  Tarpon 

Sands. 

06064...  Trailer  Marine  Transport  Corp.: 
Biscayne,  Florida. 

06336 —  Mr.  Sadao  Oglno:  Koryo  Maru  No. 
31. 

06359 _  Malaysian  International  Shipping 

Corp.,  Berhad:  Bunga  Dahlia. 

06364 _  Panvla  Compania  Navlera  S.A.: 

Marco  Botzaris. 

06387...  Grand  Betelgeuse  Inc.:  Grand 
Betelgeuse. 

06435 _  Dampskibsaktleselskabet  Den 

Norske  Afrlka-OG  Australiell- 
nle,  Wllhelmsens  Dampsklbsak- 
tleselskabet  A/S  Tonsberg,  A/S 
Tankfart  I,  A/S  Tankf&rt  IV, 
A/S  Tankfart  V,  A/S  Tankfart 
VI:  Tijuca. 

06472...  Taihelyo  Risen  Raisha,  Ltd.: 
Horyu  Maru. 

06546 _  Rimberly  Navigation  Co.  Ltd.: 

Sankaty. 

06877 —  Societe  Francaise  De  Transports 
Maritlmes  Paris:  Ville  Du  Havre. 

07176 —  Great  Fortune  Navigation  Co.  S. A., 
Hong  Rong:  Great  Victory, 
Great  Glory,  Great  Success, 
Great  Welfare,  Great  Fort. 

07247 _  Luzon  Shipping  S.A.:  Manila  Bay. 

07260 —  Apollonian  Solrit  Co.  S  A.:  Apol¬ 
lonian  Spirit. 

07291...  Butler  Marine  Equipment  Co.: 
BU  45. 

07322 —  Apollonian  Light  Oo.  S.A.:  Apol¬ 
lonian  Light. 

07708 _  Remollno  Navlera  S.A.:  Eastern 

Joy. 

08167 —  Apollonian  Victory  Co.,  S.A.:  Apol¬ 
lonian  Victory. 

08295 —  Pr&nicons  Compania  Maritima 
Navlera  S.A.:  Good  Luck. 

08310...  Universal  Seaways  Private  Ltd.: 

Universal  King,  Universal 
Queen. 

08304 —  Botany  Bay  Shipping  Co..  Inc.: 
Chios  Island. 


Certificate 

No.  Owner /Operator  and  Vessels 

08488...  Multinational  Gas  and  Petro¬ 
chemical  Co.,  Monrovia,  Liberia: 
Amy  Multina. 

08562 _  Apollonian  Champion  Co.  S.A.: 

Apollonian  Champion. 

08661 _  Apollonian  Grace  Oo.  SA.:  Apol¬ 

lonian  Grace. 

08961 _  Incan  Ships  Ltd.:  Incan  St.  Lau¬ 

rent. 

09068 _  Aslan  Shipping  Corp.:  Astyanax. 

09069...  Navlfrut  S.A.N.C.I.I.A.Y.F.:  Cipol- 

letti. 

09097...  Nagos  Navigation  Co.  Ltd.  Cyprus : 
Triada. 

09295 _  Bentsen  Line  A/S:  Susann  Bent- 

sen. 

09619 _  Sea  Commerce  Corp.:  Mediterra¬ 

nean  Sprinter;  Ocean  Sprinter.. 

09624 _  Luna  Navigation  Co.,  Ltd.:  Bona 

Friendship. 

09785...  San  Diego  Transportation  Co.:  418. 
09786...  RederlJ  H.  and  P.  Holwerda: 
Roelof  Holwerda. 

09881...  R/S  Bewa  XVI:  Conny  Bewa. 

09872 _  Jourdaln  Navigation  Ltd.:  George 

Crosbie. 

09908 _  Freight  Chartering  Co.,  Ltd.:  Car- 

rriela  I. 

09966 _  Tara  Corp.  Ltd.:  Transcarib. 

09993 _  RederlJ  Jodlne:  Jodine. 

10059 _  Petter  R.  Saevik  A  Sonner  A/8  & 

Co. :  Kings  Star. 

10073 _  In veralones  Calmer.  S.A.:  Ukola. 

10087 _  Rnlght  Towing  Ltd.:  Chester. 

10159 _  Chios  Castle  Shipping  Oo.  Ltd.: 

Castle  Glory. 

10255 _  Golden  Sun  Shipping  Co.,  S.A.: 

Kow  On. 

10260 _  Hollywood  Marine  Inc.:  Star  J.D. 

11,  B—428. 

10322 _  Duk  Soo  Moolsan  Co.,  Ltd.  :  Sunny 

No.  17,  Sunny  No.  35. 

10588 _  Shrine  Navigation  Co.  Ltd.  :  Kamo. 

10617—  Valmar  Navigation  Co.  Ltd.:  Gi- 
sella. 

10748 _  Seapath  Navigation  Co.  Ltd.:  El- 

bella. 

10836 _  Hasting  Corp.:  Hastings. 

10922.. .  Leda  Shipping  Co.:  Leda. 

10931 _  Hansung  Shipping  Co.,  Ltd.:  Dona 

Placida. 

10962.. .  R.  R.  Matsuelsulsan :  Matsuei 

Maru  11. 

10963.. .  Rusujl  Rato:  Seiyu  Maru  No.  2. 

10970 _  Symphonic  Navigation  Co.  S.A.: 

Loversun. 

11043 _  N.  V.  Bevoorradlng  Op  Zee:  FSB- 

01. 

11056.. .  Ronnes  Shipping  Corp. :  Ronnes. 

11065.. .  C  &  M  Shipping  Co..  S.A.:  Glory 

Pioneer. 

11075—  Big  Valley  Towing,  Inc.:  MM-101, 
MM-102. 

11076 _  Puddister  Trading  Co.  Ltd.:  Ma¬ 

rine  Voyager. 

11115 _  Andromeda  Bulkshipping  S.A.: 

Andromed. 

11228.. .  Trianagla  S.A.:  Anna  C. 

11286 _  Binion  Marine  Service,  Inc.:  Ett 

121. 

11401.. .  Iligan  Bay  Express  Corp.:  lligan 

Merchant. 

11631 _  Roch  Shipping  Inc.:  Kristel. 

11663 _  United  Transporter,  Inc.:  Eagle 

Transporter. 

11676.. .  Longan  Shipping  Pte.  Ltd.:  Aven- 

ticum. 

11771 _  Iphlgenia  Marine  Ltd.:  Helena  1. 

11982 _  Aqulla  Shipping  Co..  Inc.:  Notre 

Dame  Victory. 

12025 _  SPS  Management  A/S:  Frendo 

Partnership. 

12207 _  Tidewater  Marine  Service,  Inc. 

(U.R.)  Ltd.:  Spartan  Tide. 

12142.. .  Sidney  Torres  Marine  Transports, 

Inc.:  SJT  4. 


Certificate 

No.  Owner  Operator  and  Vessels 
12145 —  Chevron  U.S.A.  Inc.:  Idaho  Stand¬ 
ard. 

12160...  Juniper  Tankers,  Inc.:  Gaines  Mill. 
12176 —  Miramar  Transport  Co.  Ltd.: 
United  Spirit. 

12220 —  Varna  Shipping  S.A.  Panama: 
Antonis  Gianis. 

12474 —  Asahl  Gyogyo  Rabushikl  Raisha: 
Asahi  Maru  No.  8. 

By  the  Commission. 

Joseph  C.  Polking, 
Acting  Secretary. 
|FR  Doc.77-13338  Filed  5-9-77:8:45  am] 


PACIFIC  COAST -AUSTRALASIAN  TARIFF 
BUREAU 

Petition  Filed 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  petition  has  been  filed  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  for  approval  pursuant  to  section 
14b  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as 
amended  <75  Stat.  762,  46  U.S.C.  813a). 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  a  copy 
of  the  current  contract  form  and  of  the 
petition,  reflecting  the  changes  proposed 
to  be  made  in  the  language  of  said  con¬ 
tract,  at  the  Washington  office  of  the 
Federal  Maritime  Commission,  1100  L 
Street  NW„  Room  10126  or  at  the  Field 
Offices  located  at  New  York,  N.Y.,  New 
Orleans,  Louisiana,  San  Francisco,  Cali¬ 
fornia  and  San  Juan,  Puerto  Rico.  Com¬ 
ments  with  reference  to  the  proposed 
changes  and  the  petition,  including  a 
request  for  hearing,  if  desired,  may  be 
submitted  to  the  Secretary,  Federal 
Maritime  Commission,  1100  L  Street 
NW„  Washington,  D  C.  20573,  by  May  20, 
1977.  Any  person  desiring  a  hearing  on 
the  proposed  modification  of  the  con¬ 
tract  form  and/or  the  approved  contract 
system  shall  provide  a  clear  and  concise 
statement  of  the  matters  upon  which 
they  desire  to  adduce  evidence.  An  al¬ 
legation  of  discrimination  or  unfairness 
shall  be  accompanied  by  a  statement 
describing  the  discrimination  or  unfair¬ 
ness  with  particularity.  If  a  violation  of 
the  Act  or  detriment  to  the  commerce  of 
the  United  States  is  alleged,  the  state¬ 
ment  shall  set  forth  with  particularity 
the  acts  and  circumstances  said  to  con¬ 
stitute  such  violation  or  detriment  to 
commerce. 

A  copy  of  any  such  statement  should 
also  be1  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
petition,  (as  indicated  hereinafter) ,  and 
the  statement  should  indicate  that  this 
has  been  done. 

Notice  of  Agreement  Filed  by : 

A.  H.  Eber,  Secretary,  Pacific  Coast -Austral¬ 
asian  Tariff  Bureau,  635  Sacramento  Street, 

San  Francisco,  California  94111. 

Agreement  No.  50  DR-3  has  been  filed 
with  the  Commission  for  approval  under 
Section  14b  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  by 
the  member  lines  of  the  Pacific  Coast- 
Australasian  Tariff  Bureau  (PCATB). 
The  purpose  of  the  amendment  is  to 
change  the  application  of  PCATB 's  Tariff 
FMC  9,  Item  875,  Electrical  Supplies  It 
Equipment,  from  a  tariff  rate  to  a  con¬ 
tract/non-contract  rate  and  thereby  in- 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  42,  NO.  90— TUESDAY,  MAY  10,  1977 


23624 


NOTICES 


elude  Item  875  within  the  scope  of  the 
conference’s  dual  rate  contract  system. 

By  Order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Date:  May  4. 1977. 

Joseph  C.  Polking, 
Acting  Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.77-13337  Filed  5-10-77:8:45  am| 

FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

|  Docket  No.  5.  CI77-278,  CI77-311I 

COASTAL  STATES  GAS  PRODUCING  CO. 

Extension  of  Time 

May  2,  1977. 

On  April  25,  1977,  Coastal  States  Gas 
Producing  Company  filed  a  motion  for  an 
extension  of  time  to  answer  Trunkline 
Gas  Company’s  petition  for  leave  to  in¬ 
tervene  filed  April  15.  1977,  in  the  above- 
designated  proceeding. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  an  extension  of  time  is  granted 
to  and  including  May  31,  1977. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.77-13277  Filed  5-9-77:8:45  am| 


(Docket  No.  ER77-321J 

CONNECTICUT  LIGHT  &  POWER  CO. 

Transmission  Agreement 

May  5,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  April  25,  1977,  The 
Connecticut  Light  and  Power  Company 
(CL&P)  tendered  for  filing  a  proposed 
rate  schedule  with  respect  to  Transmis¬ 
sion  Agreement  dated  November  1,  1976 
between  (1)  CL&P,  The  Hartford  Electric 
Light  Company  (HELCO)  and  Western 
Massachusetts  Electric  Company  (WME- 
CO>  and  (2)  Braintree  Electric  Light 
Department  (BELD) . 

CL&P  states  that  the  Transmission 
Agreement  provides  for  a  transmission 
service  to  BELD  during  the  period  from 
November  1,  1976  to  October  31,  1977. 

CL&P  indicates  that  the  transmission 
charge  rate  is  a  monthly  rate  equal  to 
one-twelfth  of  the  annual  average  cost 
of  transmission  service  on  the  Northeast 
Utilities  (NU)  system  determined  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  §  13.9  (Determination  of 
Amount  of  Pool  Transmission  Facilities 
(PTF)  Costs)  of  the  New  England  Power 
Pool  (NEPOOL)  Agreement  and  the  uni¬ 
form  rules  adopted  by  the  NEPOOL  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Committee,  multiplied  by  the 
number  of  kilowatts  which  BELD  is  en¬ 
titled  to  receive. 

CL&P  states  that  BELD  did  not  notify 
CL&P  of  its  need  for  transmission  serv¬ 
ice  over  the  NU  system  until  a  date 
which  prevented  the  filing  of  such  rate 
schedule  more  than  thirty  days  prior  to 
the  proposed  effective  date. 

CL&P  therefore  requests  that  in  order 
to  permit  BELD  to  receive  its  Vermont 
Yankee  purchase  over  the  NU  system  and 
to  allow  CL&P,  HELCO  and  WMECO  to 
receive  payment  for  such  transmission 
service,  the  Commission,  pursuant  to 
§  35.11  of  its  regulations,  waive  the 


thirty-day  notice  period  and  permit  the 
rate  schedule  filed  to  become  effective  on 
November  1,  1976. 

HELCO  and  WMECO  have  filed  cer¬ 
tificates  of  concurrence  in  this  docket. 

CL&P  states  that  copies  of  this  rate 
schedule  have  been  mailed  or  delivered 
to  CL&P,  Hartford,  Connecticut,  HELCO, 
Hartford,  Connecticut,  WMECO,  West 
Springfield,  Massachusetts  and  BELD, 
Braintree.  Massachusetts. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a  pe¬ 
tition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  in  accordance  with  §5  1.8  and  1.10 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedures  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on 
or  before  May  13,  1977.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  ■  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  Pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceedings.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
application  are  on  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  and  are  available  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.77-13266  Filed  5-9-77:8:45  am] 


(Docket  No.  CP77-355] 

CONSOLIDATED  GAS  SUPPLY  CORP. 

Application 

May  4.  1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  April  22,  1977, 
Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corporation 
(Applicant),  445  West  Main  Street. 
Clarksburg.  West  Virginia  26301,  filed  in 
Docket  No.  CP77-355  an  application  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  and  §  157.7(b)  of  the  regulations 
thereunder  (18  CFR  157.7(b))  for  a  cer¬ 
tificate  of  public  convenience  and  neces¬ 
sity  authorizing  the  construction,  during 
the  12-month  period  commencing  May 
6.  1977,  and  operation  of  facilities  to  en¬ 
able  Applicant  to  take  into  its  certifi¬ 
cated  main  pipeline  system  natural  gas 
which  would  be  purchased  from  pro¬ 
ducers  and  other  similar  sellers  thereof, 
all  as  more  fullv  set  forth  in  the  appli¬ 
cation  on  file  with  the  Commission  and 
open  to  public  inspection. 

The  stated  purpose  of  this  budget- 
tvpe  application  is  to  augment  Appli¬ 
cant’s  ability  to  act  with  reasonable  dis¬ 
patch  in  connecting  to  its  pipeline  sys¬ 
tem  supplies  of  natural  gas  which  may 
become  available  from  various  produc¬ 
ing  areas  generally  co-extensive  with  its 
pipeline  system  or  the  systems  of  other 
pipeline  companies  which  may  be  au¬ 
thorized  to  transport  gas  for  the  account 
of  or  exchange  gas  with  Applicant. 

Applicant  states  that  the  total  cost  of 
the  proposed  facilities  would  not  exceed . 
$4,100,000,  with  no  single  onshore  proj¬ 
ect  to  exceed  a  cost  of  $1,025,000  and  no 
single  offshore  project  to  exceed  a  cost 
of  $2,500,000.  These  costs  would  be  fi¬ 
nanced  with  funds  on  hand  and  funds 
to  be  obtained  from  Applicant’s  parent 


corporation,  Consolidated  Natural  Gas 
Company. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  May  23, 
1977,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission.  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  regulations 
under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR  157.- 
10).  All  protests  filed  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  w'ill  be  considered  by  it  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the  pro- 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party 
in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections 
7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
this  application  if  no  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own 
review  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant 
of  the  certificate  is  required  by  the  pub¬ 
lic  convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  peti¬ 
tion  for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed, 
or  if  the  Commission  on  its  own  motion 
believes  that  a  formal  hearing  is  re¬ 
quired,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

( FR  Doc.77-13269  Filed  5-9-77:8:45  am| 


[Docket  No.  ER77-264] 

DETROIT  EDISON  CO. 

Order  Accepting  for  Filing  in  Part,  Rejecting 
for  Filing  in  Part,  Suspending  Proposed 
Rate  Schedules  in  Part,  Granting  Inter¬ 
vention  and  Establishing  Procedures 

April  29,  1977. 

On  March  28.  1977,  the  Detroit  Edison 
Company  (DEC)  submitted  for  filing  a 
proposed  rate  increase  for  electric  serv¬ 
ice  for  three  municipalities,  three  coop¬ 
eratives  and  one  privately  owned  utility.’ 
DEC  requested  that  the  proposed  tariff 
and  rates  be  made  effective  May  1,  1977. 

The  proposed  rate  changes  would  in¬ 
crease  revenues  from  jurisdictional  sales 
and  service  by  $7,632,000  based  on  the 


'City  of  Crosswell  (Rate  Schedule  No.  2); 
Thumb  Electric  Cooperative  (No.  4):  Con¬ 
sumers  Power  Co.  (No.  5);  Village  of  Clinton 
(No.  6):  Southeastern  Michigan  Rural  Elec¬ 
tric  Cooperative  (No.  14);  Village  of  Sebe- 
walng  (No.  18):  and  Michigan  Municipal  Co¬ 
operative  Pool  (No.  20).  These  rate  schedule 
filings  have  been  designated  as  indicated  In 
Attachment  1  to  this  order. 
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twelve  month  period  ending  December 
31,  1977.  In  support  of  its  proposed  in¬ 
crease,  DEC  states  that  it  has  not  filed 
for  any  increase  in  its  jurisdictional  sales 
since  February  28,  1975.  DEC  states  that, 
since  that  time,  all  of  its  costs  including 
capital  costs  have  been  subjected  to  the 
continuous  impact  of  inflation.  Addition¬ 
ally,  DEC  avers  that  it  is  in  the  process 
of  resuming  construction  programs, 
which  had  been  deferred  because  of  fi¬ 
nancial  problems.  DEC  states  that  any 
procedures  adopted  with  respect  to  this 
filing  give  due  consideration  to  its  need 
for  prompt  collection  of  the  increased 
revenues  requested  herein. 

DEC’S  filing  was  noticed  on  April  5, 
1977  with  protests  and  petitions  to  inter¬ 
vene  due  on  or  before  April  20,  1977. 

On  April  19,  1977,  a  Petition  to  Inter¬ 
vene  was  filed  by  Consumers  Power  Com¬ 
pany  (Consumers),  DEC’S  largest  whole¬ 
sale  for  resale  customer.  Consumers  as¬ 
serts  that  it  purchases  energy  from  DEC, 
that  it  may  be  bound  by  Commission  ac¬ 
tion  in  this  proceeding  and  that  its  par¬ 
ticipation  will  be  in  the  public  interest. 

On  April  20,  the  City  of  Croswell.  and 
the  Villages  of  Clinton  and  Sebewaing 
(Cities)  filed  a  Protest.  Petition  to  Inter¬ 
vene  Request  for  Hearing  and  Five 
Months  Suspension,  and  Motion  to  Re¬ 
ject  Filing.  In  support  of  their  interven¬ 
tion  request.  Cities  allege  that  DEC’S 
proposed  changes  will  result  in  an  aver¬ 
age  increased  bill  to  them  of  26.09  percent 
and  that  the  increase  will  directly  affect 
petitioners’  rates  to  their  retail  customers 
because  they  each  purchase  most  of  their 
requirements  from  DEC.  Further.  Cities 
assert  that  they  will  be  directly  affected 
by  DEC’S  proposal,  they  may  be  bound 
by  Commission  action,  and  that  their  in¬ 
terests  cannot  be  adequately  represented 
by  any  other  party. 

In  support  of  their  motion  to  reject 
and  their  request  for  a  five-month  sus¬ 
pension  period,  Cities  allege  that  the  fil¬ 
ing  violates  certain  contractual  commit¬ 
ments  to  Sebewaing,  contains  “price 
squeeze”  discrimination,  and  contains 
numerous  errors  which  undermine  its 
reliability  for  ratemaking  purposes.  Spe¬ 
cifically,  Cities  aver  that  Sebewaing  is 
served  under  a  1973  agreement  that  pre¬ 
cludes  any  unilateral  change  in  its  rates. 
Cities  state  that  the  Commission  in 
Docket  No.  E-9294  interpreted  that 
agreement  to  preclude  any  Section  205 
rate  increase  to  be  made  effective  prior 
to  a  Commission  determination  under 
Section  206.  Cities  request  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  increase  rate  not  be  permitted  to 
become  effective  as  to  Sebewaing  until 
after  Commission  hearing  and  deter¬ 
mination  under  Section  206.  A  review  of 
Docket  No.  E-9294  reveals  that  Sebe- 
waing’s  point  is  well  taken.  An  order  in 
that  case  issued  July  2,  1975  states  in 
relevant  part: 

Since  the  parties  provided  for  changes  in 
rates  only  by  order  issued  by  the  Commission, 
it  is  clear  they  did  not  contemplate  the  uni¬ 
lateral  filings  permitted  by  section  205.  The 
only  changes  in  rates  which  occur  by  order 
of  the  Commission  occur  pursuant  to  an  or¬ 
der  Issued  pursuant  to  section  206.  Thus, 


the  parties  have  provided  that  changes  in 
rates  will  only  occur  pursuant  to  section  206. 
Accordingly,  we  shall  investigate  Detroit’s 
current  rates  and  set  Just  and  reasonable 
rates  pursuant  to  section  206,  all  changes  to 
bo  prospective  in  application. 

Accordingly,  the  request  of  Cities  to 
reject  the  filing  under  section  205  as  ap¬ 
plied  to  Sebewaing  only  will  be  granted. 
An  investigation  will  be  ordered  under 
Section  206,  and  any  rate  increase  which 
the  Commission  may  finally  approve 
shall  become  effective  for  Sebewaing 
prospectively  only. 

In  support  of  their  request  for  a  five- 
month  suspension  period.  Cities  assert 
that  the  increased  filing  presents  them 
with  a  “price  squeeze”  where,  so  they  al¬ 
lege,  DEC’S  wholesale  rates  to  them  are 
higher  than  its  comparable  retail  rate 
schedules.  Further,  Cities  allege  that  the 
increased  rates  are  predicated  on,  inter 
alia,  a  request  for  an  excessive  return, 
improper  working  capital  allowance,  im¬ 
proper  allocation  of  general  plant  and 
related  depreciation  expense,  and  im¬ 
proper  inclusion  of  certain  rate  base 
items.  Cities  also  object  to  the  five-year 
contract  provision  and  other  contract 
provisions. 

Also,  on  April  20,  1977,  a  protest  and 
petition  to  intervene  was  filed  by  South¬ 
eastern  Michigan  Rural  Electric  Coop¬ 
erative,  Inc.,  Thumb  Rural  Electric  Co¬ 
operative,  Inc.,  and  Michigan  Municipal 
Cooperative  Power  Pool  (Coops.).  In 
support  of  their  petition  to  intervene. 
Coops  state  that  they  purchase  energy 
from  DEC  and  that  they  will  be  affected 
by  any  decision  rendered  herein.  Addi¬ 
tionally,  Coops  allege  that  their  position 
cannot  be  adequately  protected  by  any 
other  party  in  this  proceeding.  Coops  ob¬ 
ject  to  a  “price  squeeze”  and  to  several 
aspects  of  DEC’S  cost  of  service,  includ¬ 
ing  those  raised  in  the  petition  of  Cities. 

A  review  of  DECTs  filing  and  the  vari¬ 
ous  pleadings  indicates  that  the  proposed 
increased  rates  have  not  been  shown  to 
be  just  and  reasonable  and  may  be  un¬ 
just,  unreasonable,  unduly  discrimina¬ 
tory,  preferential,  or  otherwise  unlawful. 
We  will  therefore  set  the  question  of 
their  lawfulness  for  hearing  and  will  es¬ 
tablish  procedures  for  that  hearing.  Ad¬ 
ditionally,  a  review  of  all  of  the  plead¬ 
ings  indicate  that  a  suspension  of  the 
effectiveness  of  DEC’S  proposed  increased 
rates  for  two  months  will  best  serve  the 
public  interest. 

The  Commission  finds :  ( 1 )  Good  cause 
exists  to  accept  for  filing  DEC’S  proposed 
rates  tendered  for  filing  on  March  28, 
1977,  as  to  all  named  customers  except 
the  Village  of  Sebewaing,  and  suspend 
those  rates  for  two  months  to  become  ef¬ 
fective  on  July  1,  1977  subject  to  refund, 
pending  the  outcome  of  a  hearing  and 
decision  thereon. 

(2)  Good  cause  exists  to  reject  the 
filing  of  a  proposed  rate  increase  as  to 
the  Village  of  Sebewaing  under  Section 
205,  and  to  instead  institute  an  investi¬ 
gation  under  Section  206  to  determine 
whether  the  rate  is  so  low  as  to  adversely 
affect  the  public  interest  as  where  it 
might  impair  the  financial  ability  of  the 
public  utility  to  continue  its  service,  cast 


upon  other  customers  an  excessive  bur¬ 
den,  or  be  unduly  discriminatory.  F.P.C. 
v.  Sierra  Pacific  Power  Co.,  350  U.S.  348. 

(3)  The  participation  in  the  proceed¬ 
ing  of  City  of  Croswell  (Rate  Schedule 
No.  2;  Thumb  Electric  Cooperative  No. 
4);  Consumers  Power  Co.  (No.  5);  Vil¬ 
lage  of  Clinton  (No.  6);  Southeastern 
Michigan  Rural  Electric  Cooperative 
<No.  14) :  Village  of  Sebewaing  (No.  18) ; 
and  Michigan  Municipal  Cooperative 
Pool  (No.  20)  may  be  in  the  public  in¬ 
terest. 

(4)  Good  cause  exists  to  establish  ad¬ 
ditional  procedures  to  effectuate  the 
Commission's  policy  relating  to  “price 
squeeze”  announced  in  Order  No.  563. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  Pending 
a  hearing  and  decision  thereon.  DEC’S 
proposed  tariff  changes  and  rate  changes 
as  to  all  customers  except  the  Village  of 
Sebewaing  are  hereby  accepted  for  filing 
and  suspended  for  two  months,  to  be¬ 
come  effective  on  Juy  1.  1977  subject  to 
refund. 

<B>  Pursuant  to  the  Federal  Power 
Act  especially  Sections  205  and  206 
thereof,  the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Prac¬ 
tice  and  Procedure,  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion's  Regulations,  a  hearing  shall  be 
held  concerning  the  justness  and  reason¬ 
ableness  of  DG&E’s  proposed  rates. 

(C)  The  motion  to  reject  the  filing  of 
a  rate  increase  as  to  the  Village  of  Sebe¬ 
waing  is  granted.  Pursuant  to  Section  206 
of  the  Federal  Power  Act  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Proce¬ 
dure,  an  investigation  is  ordered  to  de¬ 
termine  whether  the  current  rate  paid  by 
Sebewaing  under  its  contract  of  Novem¬ 
ber,  1973  is  so  low  as  to  adversely  affect 
the  public  interest. 

(D)  The  Intervenors  are  hereby  per¬ 
mitted  to  intervene  in  this  proceeding 
subject  to  the  rules  and  regulations  of 
the  Commission:  Provided,  however. 
That  participation  of  such  intervenors 
shall  be  limited  to  matters  affecting  as¬ 
serted  rights  to  intervene  and  Provided, 
further.  That  the  admission  of  such  in¬ 
tervenors  shall  not  be  construed  as  rec¬ 
ognition  by  the  Commission  that  they 
might  be  aggrieved  because  of  any  order 
issued  by  the  Commission  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding. 

»E)  The  Administrative  Law  Judge 
shall  convene  a  prehearing  conference 
within  15  days  from  the  date  of  this 
order  for  the  purpose  of  hearing  the 
Customers  request  for  data  required  to 
present  their  case,  including  a  prima 
facie  showing,  on  the  price  squeeze  issue. 
Also,  the  Company  shall  be  required  to 
respond  to  the  discovery  requests  au¬ 
thorized  by  the  Administrative  Law 
Judge  within  30  days,  and  the  Customers 
shall  file  their  case-in-chief  on  the  price 
squeeze  issue  within  30  days  after  the 
Company’s  response. 

<F)  The  Staff  shall  prepare  and  serve 
top  sheets  on  all  parties  for  settlement 
purposes  on  or  before  August  1,  1977. 
(See  Administrative  Order  No.  157). 

(G)  A  Presiding  Administrative  Law 
Judge  to  be  designated  by  the  Chief  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Law  Judge  for  that  purpose 
•  See  Delegation  of  Authority,  18  CFR 
3.5(d) ),  shall  preside  at  an  initial  con- 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  42,  NO.  90 — TUESDAY.  MAY  10,  1977 


NOTICES 


23626 


ference  in  this  proceeding  to  be  held  on 

_ at  10  a.m.,  in  a  hearing 

room  of  the  Federal  Power  Commission, 
825  North  Capitol  Street  NE.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20426.  Said  Law  Judge  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  establish  all  procedural  dates 
and  to  rule  upon  all  motions,  (except 
petitions  to  intervene,  motions  to  con¬ 
solidate  and  sever  and  motions  to  dis¬ 
miss),  as  provided  for  in  the  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure. 

<H)  Nothing  contained  herein  shall 
be  construed  as  limiting  the  rights  of 


parties  to  this  proceeding  regarding  the 
convening  of  conferences  or  offers  of 
settlement  pursuant  to  Section  1.18  of 
the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure. 

(I)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  to  be  made  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 


April  18,  1977,1  tendered  for  filing  the 
following  revised  tariff  sheets  to  its  FPC 
Gas  Tariff,  Original  Volume  No.  1: 

Substitute  Fortieth  Revised  Sheet  No.  3A 
Superseding  Fortieth  Revised  Sheet  No.  3A 
and 

Substtlute  Fortieth  Revised  POA-1  Super¬ 
seding  Fortieth  Revised  PGA-1,  to  be  ef¬ 
fective  March  1,  1977 

Forty-First  Revised  Sheet  No.  3A  Superseding 
Revised  Fortieth  Revised  Sheet  No.  3A  and 
Forty-First  Revised  PGA-1  Superseding  Re¬ 
vised  Fortieth  Re  vised.  PGA-1,  to  be  effec¬ 
tive  March  3,  1977. 


Attachment  1. — Detroit  Edison  Co.,  docket  No.  ER77-d2(i,  filed  Mar.  28,  19 77 


Designation 

Other  Party  FPC  Rate  Schedules 

(1)  FPC  electric  tariff,  original  volume 

No.  1,  (sheet  Nos.  1-23). 

(2)  Service  agreements  under  FPC  elec¬ 

tric  tariff,  original  volume  No.  1. 

(3)  . - . 

(4)  _ 

City  of  Croswell . Supersedes  rate  schedule  FPC  No.  2,  as 

supplemented. 

Thumb  Electric  Cooperative..  Supersedes  rate  schedule  FPC  No.  4,  as 
supplemented. 

Consumers  Power  Co. . Supersedes  rate  schedule  FPC  No.  5,  as 

(5) .. 

(6) . 

supplemented. 

Village  of  Clinton . Supersedes  rate  schedule  FPC  No.  6,  as 

supplemented. 

Southeastern  Michigan  Rural  Supersedes  rate  schedule  FPC  No.  14, 12 

(7) 

Electric  Cooperatives.  supplemented. 

Michigan  Municipal  CooDera-  Supersedes  rate  schedule  FPC  No.  20.  as 

tive  Power  Pool.  supplemented. 

|FR  Doc.77-13324  Filed  5-9-77:8:45  ami 


1  Docket  No.  CS72-880 ) 

DEVON  CORP.  (SUCCESSOR  TO  KIRBY 
PETROLEUM  CO.) 

Redesignation 

May  3, 1977. 

On  April  18,  1977,  Devon  Corporation 
(Devon)  filed  in  Docket  No.  CS72-880  a 
Motion  for  Order  Redesignating  Party  in 
which  it  requested  that  the  Commission 
issue  an  order  redesignating  the  cap¬ 
tioned  proceeding  in  the  name  of  Devon, 
insofar  as  it  covers  jurisdictional  sales 
made  from  properties  acquired  from  Kir¬ 
by  Petroleum  Co.  (Kirby). 

By  Order  dated  June  14,  1972,  the 
Commission  issued  to  Kirby  Petroleum 
Co.,  a  Nevada  corporation,  a  6mall 
producer  certificate  in  Docket  No. 
CS72-880.  On  December  2,  1975,  Devon 
acquired  all  of  the  outstanding  stock 
of  Kirby  through  a  wholly  owned  first- 
tier  subsidiary  of  Devon,  created  for 
that  purpose.  Kirby  and  the  first-tier 
subsidiary  were  then  immediately  liq¬ 
uidated.  By  virtue  of  such  liquidation, 
Devon  succeeded  to  all  of  the  assets  of 
Kirby.  The  business  formerly  conducted 
by  Kirby  has  continued  to  be  conducted 
by  Devon.  Devon  states  that  at  no  time, 
either  before  or  after  the  foregoing 
acquisition,  have  the  jurisdiction  sales  of 
Devon  or  Kirby  and  their  affiliates  ex¬ 
ceeded  ten  billion  cubic  feet  in  any  one 
calendar  year. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  application  should  on  or  before 
May  20.  1977,  file  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission.  Washington,  D.C., 
20426,  petitions  to  intervene  or  protests 
in  accordance  with  the  requirements  of 
the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  pro¬ 
tests  filed  with  the  Commission  will  be 
considered  by  it  in  determining  the  ap¬ 
propriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will 


not  serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties 
to  the  proceeding.  Persons  wishing  to 
become  parties  to  a  proceeding  or  to 
participate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing 
therein  must  file  petitions  to  intervene 
in  accordance  with  the  Commission’s 
Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  the  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission  by  sections  7 
and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
this  .application  if  no  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  and  if  the  Commission  on  its  own 
review  of  the  matter  believes  that  the 
authorization  to  reflect  a  corporate  name 
change  is  required  by  the  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity.  Where  a  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or 
where  the  Commission  on  its  own  motion 
believes  that  a  formal  hearing  Is  re¬ 
quired,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Devon  Corporation  to 
appear  or  to  be  represented  at  the  hear¬ 
ing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.77-13281  Filed  8-9-77:8:45  am| 


|  Docket  No.  RP72-134,  (PGA  77-4a),  (PGA 
77-5 a) ) 

EASTERN  SHORE  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 

Purchased  Gas  Cost  Adjustment  to  Rates 
and  Charges 

May  4,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  Eastern  Shore  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Company  (Eastern  Shore)  on 


These  revised  tariff  sheets  reflect  corre¬ 
sponding  increases  by  Transcontinental 
Gas  Pipe  Line  Corporation  (Transco), 
Eastern  Shore’s  sole  supplier,  effective 
March  1  and  February  1,  1977,  respec¬ 
tively.  Prior  revised  tariff  sheets  made  by 
Eastern  Shore  to  reflect  those  increases — 
the  Thirty-Ninth  Revised  Sheet  No.  3A 
and  PGA-1  and  the  Fortieth  Revised 
Sheet  No.  3A  and  PGA-1 — are  hereby 
withdrawn. 

Eastern  Shore  submits  the  above  re¬ 
vised  tariff  sheets  in  resronse  to  the 
Commission’s  order  transmitted  by  let¬ 
ter  of  March  30,  1977.  Because  Eastern 
Shore’s  Fortieth  Revised  Sheet  No.  3A 
and  PGA-1  assumed  that  the  Increases 
requested  in  the  Thirty-Ninth  Revised 
Sheet  No.  3A  and  PGA-1  would  already 
be  in  effect,  it  is  necessary  to  file  a  Sub¬ 
stitute  Fortieth  Revised  Sheet  No.  3A 
and  PGA-1  reflecting  only  the  Transco 
increases  effective  March  1.  1977.  The 
Forty-First  Revised  Sheet  No.  3A  and 
PGA-1.  effective  March  3.  1977,  add 
Transco’s  February  1.  1977.  increases. 
With  the  filing  of  the  Forty -First  Revised 
Sheet  No.  3 A  and  PGA-1.  Eastern  Shore’s 
tariff  will  accurately  reflect  all  increases 
made  bv  Transco  as  of  March  3, 1977.  Be¬ 
cause  the  revised  tariff  sheets  submitted 
herein  are  substitute  sheets  intended  to 
implement  the  Commission’s  Order  of 
March  3,  1977,  the  question  of  notice 
has  already  been  considered,  and  waived, 
by  the  Commission. 

Copies  of  the  filing  have  been  mailed 
to  each  of  the  Company’s  jurisdictional 
customers  and  to  interested  State  Com¬ 
missions. 

Any  persons  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  NE,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  9§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (10  C.F.R.  1.8, 1.10) .  All  suoh  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or  be¬ 
fore  May  18,  1977.  Protests  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Commission  In  determin¬ 
ing  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken, 
but  will  not  serve  to  make  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing 
are  on  file  with  the  Commission  and 
available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

| FR  Doc.77-13274  Filed  5-9-77:8:45  ami 


’  As  amended  on  April  19,  1977. 
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[Docket  No.  RP73-134,  (PGA  77-6)  J 

EASTERN  SHORE  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 
Tracking  Rate  Decrease  to  Schedule  GSS-1 
May  4,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  Eastern  Shore  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Company  (Eastern  Shore)  on 
April  15,  1977,  tendered  for  filing  Forty- 
Second  Revised  Sheet  No.  3A  Superseding 
Forty-First  Revised  Sheet  No.  3A  and 
Forty-Second  Revised  PGA-1  to  its  FPC 
Gas  Tariff,  Original  Volume  No.  1.  These 
revised  tarff  sheets,  to  be  effective  May  1, 
1977,  will  decrease  the  demand  and  ex¬ 
cess  charges  and  will  increase  the  capa¬ 
city  charge  of  Eastern  Shore’s  General 
Storage  Service  Rate  Schedule  GSS-1. 
These  changes  reflect  the  increase  in 
rates  for  the  General  Storage  Service 
(GSS)  Rate  Schedule  of  Transcon¬ 
tinental  Gas  Pipe  Line  Corporation 
(Transco) ,  Eastern  Shore’s  sole  supplier, 
requested  in  Transco ’s  filing  of  March  30 
1977.  Transco’s  proposed  decrease,  in 
-turn,  is  intended  to  reflect  a  net  decrease 
in  the  Rate  Schedule  GSS  charges  by 
Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corporation 
(Consolidated)  to  Transco,  requested  in 
Consolidated’s  general  rate  filing  of  Oc¬ 
tober  29,  1976,  in  Docket  No.  RP77-7. 
Consolidated’s  filing  was  suspended  until 
May  1,  1977,  by  a  November  24,  1976, 
order  of  the  Federal  Power  Commission 
(Commission).  Eastern  Shore  is  filing 
the  above  revised  tariff  sheets  in  order 
to  reflect  Transco’s  filing  to  track  Con¬ 
solidated’s  rate  decrease  as  of  May  1, 
1977. 

Because  Transco’s  proposed  GSS  rates 
will  reduce  the  rates  made  effective  sub¬ 
ject  to  refund  on  February  1,  1977,  in 
Transco’s  Docket  No.  RP76-136,  Trans¬ 
co’s  proposed  rates  to  be  effective  May  1, 
1977,  will  also  be  subject  to  refund  in 
that  Docket.  The  rates  Eastern  Shore 
proposes  herein,  therefore,  will  be  sub¬ 
ject  to  refund  contingent  upon  any  re¬ 
fund  obligations  of  Transco  in  Docket 
No.  RP76-136. 

Pursuant  to  S  154.51  of  the  regulations 
under  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  Eastern 
Shore  respectfully  requests  waiver  of  the 
notice  requirements  of  §  154.22  of  those 
regulations  and  of  S  20.2  of  the  General 
Terms  and  Conditions  of  its  Tariff,  to 
the  extent  necessary  to  permit  the  tariff 
sheets  submitted  to  become  effective  as 
A  May  1, 1977,  to  coincide  with  the  effec¬ 
tive  date  of  Transco's  rate  changes.  In 
support  thereof.  Eastern  Shore  states 
that  Transco’s  March  30,  1977,  filing  of 
revised  tariff  sheets  prohibited  it  from 
preparing  its  computations  and  revised 
tariff  sheets  in  time  to  comply  with  the 
applicable  notice  requirements. 

Copies  of  the  filing  have  been  mailed 
to  each  of  the  Company’s  jurisdictional 
customers  and  to  interested  State  Com¬ 
missions. 

Any  persons  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  NE,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  891-8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (10  CFR  1.8,  1.10) .  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or  be¬ 


fore  May  15,  1977.  Protests  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Commission  in  determin¬ 
ing  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken, 
but  will  not  serve  to  make  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file  a 
petition  to  Intervene.  Copies  of  this  fil¬ 
ing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission  and 
available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.77-13268  Filed  6-9-77:8:45  am) 


[Docket  Nos.  RP72-155  and  RP76-59 
(PGA77-2a)  J 

EL  PASO  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 

Tariff  Sheets  Tender 

May  4,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  April  15,  1977,  El 
Paso  Natural  Gas  Company  (“El  Paso’’) 
filed,  pursuant  to  Part  154  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Regulations  Under  the  Natural 
Gas  Act,  the  following  revised  tariff 
sheets,  to  become  effective  April  1,  1977. 

Original  Volume  No.  1 
First  Substitute  Nineteenth  Revised  Sheet 

No.  3-B. 

Third  Revised  Volume  No.  2 
First  Substitute  Ninth  Revised  Sheet  No.  1-D. 

Original  Volume  No.  2a 
First  Substitute  Eleventh  Revised  Sheet  No. 

I-C. 

Seventh  Revised  Sheet  No.  1-D. 

El  Paso  states  that  by  order  issued 
March  31,  1977,  the  Commission,  inter 
alia,  accepted  for  filing  and  suspended 
for  one  (1)  day  the  PGAC  tariff  sheets 
filed  by  El  Paso  February  25,  1977,'  and 
permitted  such  sheets  to  become  effective 
April  2,  1977,  subject  to  refund.  El  Paso 
states  that  ordering  paragraph  (B)  of 
the  Commission’s  said  order  of  March  31, 
1977,  permitted  El  Paso  to  file  a  revised 
PGAC  increase  to  be  effective  April  1, 
1977,  which  excludes  the  amounts  for 
gas  purchases  paid  to  reversionary  in¬ 
terest  holders  *  in  excess  of  similar 
amounts  paid  to  prior  owners  for  gas 
purchases.  El  Paso  states  that  the  in¬ 
stant  tender  is  designed  to  implement  its 
PGAC  increase  on  April  1,  1977,  as 
permitted  by  said  order  of  March  31, 
1977. 

El  Paso  states  that  the  above  described 
PGAC  tariff  sheets  provide  for  a  total 
PGAC  current  adjustment  of  10.70*  per 
Mcf,  effective  as  of  April  1,  1977,  and  is 
comprised  of  adjusted  annualized  pur¬ 
chased  gas  cost  Increases  equating  to 
5.10*  per  Mcf,  plus  5.60*  per  Mcf  repre¬ 
senting  the  adjusted  unrecovered  pur¬ 
chased  gas  cost  balance  in  Account  191 

1  First  Substitute  Nineteenth  Revised 
Sheet  No.  3-B  to  Original  Volume  No.  1;  First 
Substitute  Ninth  Revised  Sheet  No.  1-D  to 
Third  Revised  Volume  No.  2;  First  Substitute 
Eleventh  Revised  Sheet  No.  1-C  and  Seventh 
Revised  Sheet  No.  1-D  to  Original  Volume 
No.  2A. 

*  Such  reversionary  Interest  holders  are  the 
subject  of  the  Commission's  Opinion  No.  737, 
as  amended,  issued  July  11.  1975.  at  Docket 
Nos.  CP75— 209  and  CP7 5-594. 


as  of  December  31,  1976.  El  Paso  further 
states  that  the  adjustment  proposed  by 
the  tendered  substitute  tariff  sheets  is 
an  increase  of  6.70*  per  Mcf  in  El  Paso’s 
currently  effective  rates  and  is  1.12*  per 
Mcf  below  the  PGAC  net  adjustment  in 
rates  of  7.82*  per  Mcf,  filed  by  El  Paso  on 
February  25. 1977,  and  suspended  for  one 
(1)  day  until  April  2,  1977,  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  order  of  March  31,  1977. 

El  Paso  further  states  that  the  ten¬ 
dered  Seventh  Revised  Sheet  No.  1-D 
provides  for  a  current  adjustment  of 
8.0036*  per  Mcf  effective  as  of  April  1, 
1977,  applicable  to  sales  subject  to 
the  PGAC — Clean  High  Pressure  Gas 
(“PGAC-CHPG”)  provision  contained 
in  El  Paso’s  FPC  Gas  Tariff,  Original 
Volume  No.  2A.  Such  current  adjustment 
is  comprised  of  an  increase  in  the 
weighted  average  purchased  cost  of 
clean,  high-pressure  gas  equating  to 
4.2165*  plus  3.7871*  per  Mcf  represent¬ 
ing  the  unrecovered  purchased  gas  bal¬ 
ance  in  Account  191  as  of  December  31. 

1976.  El  Paso  further  states  that  the  net 
PGAC-CHPG  adjustment  proposed  by 
the  tendered  Seventh  Revised  Sheet  No. 
1-D  is  an  increase  of  3.5123*  per  Mcf  in 
the  currently  effective  rates  of  the  af¬ 
fected  special  rate  schedules  and  is 
13.1696*  per  Mcf  below  the  PGAC-CHPG 
net  adjustment  in  rates  of  16.6819*  per 
Mcf  filed  on  February  25,  1977,  and  sus¬ 
pended  for  one  (1)  dav  until  April  2, 

1977,  by  the  Commission’s  March  31, 
1977,  order. 

In  addition,  El  Paso  furnished  copies 
of  the  suspended  tariff  sheets  *  which  re¬ 
flect  the  superseding  pagination  refer¬ 
ence  required  as  a  result  of  the  submit¬ 
tal  of  the  tendered  tariff  sheets  to  be 
effective  on  April  1.  1977,  and  which  re¬ 
flect  the  effective  date  of  April  2,  1977, 
as  prescribed  by  the  Commission  in  its 
March  31,  1977,  order.  Other  than  these 
marginal  changes,  said  tariff  sheets  are 
identical  to  the  counterpart  tariff  sheets 
placed  into  effect  on  April  2.  1977,  by  the 
Commission’s  March  31,  1977,  order. 

El  Paso  states  that  copies  of  the  in¬ 
stant  tender  have  been  served  upon  all 
parties  of  record  in  Docket  No6.  RP72- 
155  and  RP76-59  and,  otherwise,  upon 
all  affected  customers  and  interested 
state  regulatory  commissions. 

Anv  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
filing  should,  on  or  before  Mav  19,  1977, 
file  with  the  Federal  Power  Commission, 
Washington.  D.C.  20426.  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance  with 
the  requirements  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18 
CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  Regulations 
Under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR 
157.10).  All  protests  filed  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  will  be  considered  by  it  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the  pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party  in 
anv  hearing  therein  must  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules.  Copies  of  this  filing  are 


s  See  footnote  1,  supra. 
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on  file  with  the  Commission  and  are 
available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.77-13326  Filed  6-9-77:8:45  am| 


(Docket  No.  E-8121] 

GULF  STATES  UTILITIES  CO. 

Joint  Motion  To  Approve  Settlement 
Agreement 

May  4,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  Gulf  States  Utilities 
Company  (Gulf  States)  on  April  22, 1977 
joined  with  Intervenor  Sam  Rayburn 
Dam  Electric  Cooperative,  Inc.  (Sam 
Rayburn)  and  tendered  a  Joint  Motion 
to  Approve  Settlement  Agreement  be¬ 
tween  Gulf  States  and  Sam  Rayburn 
dated  December  30,  1976. 

Gulf  States  indicates  that  the  settle¬ 
ment  agreement  provides  for  an  exten¬ 
sion  of  the  existing  contract,  which  had 
been  terminated  by  Gulf  States,  effective 
November  1,  1978  for  an  additional  two 
years  until  October  31,  1980.  Gulf  States 
further  indicates  that  the  settle¬ 
ment  agreement  establishes  rates  for 
base  usage,  which  is  the  level  of  service 
rendered  for  each  billing  month  from 
July,  1975  through  June,  1976,  and  estab¬ 
lishes  rates  for  growth  usage,  which  is 
usage  in  excess  of  base  usage  beginning 
with  the  billing  month  of  July,  1976. 

.  Gulf  States  failed  to  submit  an  escrow 
agreement  denoted  Exhibit  A  which  Gulf 
States  stated  was  attached  to  the 
Motion. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a  pe¬ 
tition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  in  accordance  with  §8  1.8  and  1.10 
of  the  Commission's  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  May  16,  1977.  Protests  will*  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  Protes¬ 
tants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  per¬ 
son  wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file 
a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
application  are  on  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  and  are  available  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc  77-13332  Filed  5-9-77:8:45  am| 


(Docket  No.  ER77-3221 

ILLINOIS  POWER  CO. 

Filing  Amendment  No.  9  to  Interconnection 
Agreement 

May  4.  1977. 

Take  notice  that  Illinois  Power  Com¬ 
pany  (“Illinois  Power”)  on  April  27, 
1977,  tendered  for  filing  proposed  Amend¬ 
ment  No.  9  to  the  Interconnection  Agree¬ 
ment  (Agreement)  dated  March  1,  1964 
between  Commonwealth  Edison  Com¬ 
pany  and  Illinois  Power.  The  Commis¬ 
sion  has  previously  designated  the 


March  1,  1964  Agreement  as  Illinois 
Power  Rate  Schedule  FPC  No.  11  and 
Commonwealth  Edison  Company  Rate 
Schedule  FPC  No.  5. 

The  parties  state  that  Amendment  No. 
9  provides  for  a  proposed  increase  in  the 
charges  effective  June  1,  1977  for  Short- 
Term  Power  transactions  between  Illinois 
Power  and  Commonwealth  Edison. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a  pe¬ 
tition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  in  accordance  with  8  1.8  or  8  1.10 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  May  18, 1977.  Protests  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Commission  in  determin¬ 
ing  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken 
but  will  not  serve  to  make  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this  ap¬ 
plication  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.77-13272  Filed  5-9-77;8:45  ami 


(Docket  No.  ES77-34] 

IOWA  POWER  AND  LIGHT  CO. 

Application 

May  4, 1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  April  25,  1977, 
Iowa  Power  and  Light  Company  (Appli¬ 
cant),  filed  an  Application  with  the 
Commission  pursuant  to  Section  204  of 
the  Federal  Power  Act  and  Part  34  of  the 
Commission’s  regulations  thereunder, 
seeking  authority  to  engage  in  direct  ne¬ 
gotiations  with  underwriters  with  respect 
to  the  proposed  issuance  and  sale  of  up 
to  1,000,000  shares  of  its  authorized  but 
unissued  Common  Stock,  par  value  $10 
per  share.  Applicant  states  that  it  is  of 
the  beliew  that  the  best  interests  of  its 
customers  and  stockholders  may  be 
served  if  the  Commission  were  to  au¬ 
thorize  direct  negotiations  with  under¬ 
writers. 

Applicant  is  incorporated  under  the 
laws  of  the  State  of  Iowa,  with  its  prin¬ 
cipal  business  office  at  Des  Moines,  Iowa, 
and  is  engaged  primarily  in  the  gener¬ 
ation,  purchase,  transmission,  distribu¬ 
tion  and  sale  at  retail  of  electric  energy 
and  in  the  purchase,  distribution  and 
sale  at  retail  of  natural  gas  in  central 
and  southwestern  Iowa. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  May  20, 
1977,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Commission’s  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8 
or  1.10) .  All  protests  filed  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  will  be  considered  by  it  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the  pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Per¬ 


sons  wishing  to  become  parties  to  the 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party 
in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  peti¬ 
tions  to  intervene  in  accordance  with 
the  Commission’s  rules.  The  Application 
is  on  file  and  available  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.77-13270  Filed  5-9-77; 8: 45  ami 


(Docket  No.  CS76-419.  et  al] 

LEE  PEARSON,  ET  AL. 

Applications  For  "Small  Producer” 
Certificates 1 

May  4,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  each  of  the  Appli¬ 
cants  listed  herein  has  filed  an  applica¬ 
tion  pursuant  to  Section  7(c)  of  the  Na¬ 
tural  Gas  Act  and  8  157.40  of  the  Regu¬ 
lations  there  under  for  a  “small  produc¬ 
er”  certificate  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  authorizing  the  sare  for  resale 
and  delivery  of  natural  gas  in  interstate 
commerce,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in 
the  applications  which  are  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  open  to  public  in¬ 
spection. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
applications  should  on  or  before  May  31, 
1977,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  peti¬ 
tions  to  intervene  or  protests  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Proce¬ 
dure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests 
filed  with  the  Commission  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  it  in  determining  the  appro¬ 
priate  action  to  be  taken  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Persons  wishing  to  be¬ 
come  parties  to  a  proceeding  or  to  par¬ 
ticipate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing  therein 
must  file  petitions  to  intervene  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  Commission’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission  by  Sections  7  and 
15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the  Com¬ 
mission's  Rules  of  Practice  and  Proce¬ 
dure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without  fur¬ 
ther  notice  before  the  Commission  on  all 
applications  in  which  no  petition  to  in¬ 
tervene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein  if  the  Commission  on  its  own  re¬ 
view  of  the  matter  believes  that  a  grant 
of  the  certificates  is  required  by  the  pub¬ 
lic  convenience  and  necessity.  Where  a 
petition  for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely 
filed,  or  where  the  Commission  on  its  own 
motion  believes  that  a  formal  hearing  is 
required,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for. Applicants  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 


»  This  notice  does  not  provide  for  consoli¬ 
dation  for  hearing  of  the  several  matters 
covered  herein. 
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Docket  Date  filed  Applicant 


C877-491  Apr.  22, 1977  A.  T.  Smith,  1778  Lincoln  St., 
Denver.  Colo.  80209. 

CS77-492 . do .  BiU  J.  Maddox,  412  Lincoln 

Tower  Bldg.,  Denver,  Colo. 
80295. 

C877-493  _ _ do .  Marjorie  8.  Roosevelt.  39 

Sunset  Dr.,  Englewood, 
Colo.  80110. 

C  877-494  _ do . Peter  K.  Roosevelt,  1330 

Melroband  Bldg.,  Denver, 
Colo. 

C  877-495 _ do . Val  Lodholm,  4799  Dahlia, 

Denver,  Colo.  80206. 

C877-496  _ ..do . Howard  W.  Dennis.  808  Lin¬ 

coln  Tower,  Denver,  Colo. 
80295. 

C 877-497  . do .  Randall  M.  Case,  1776  Lin¬ 

coln  St.,  suite  1000,  Denver, 
Colo.  80203. 

CS77-498  _ _ do .  Dorothy  A.  Dubitxky,  6810 

J.  Elizabeth  Circle,  Little¬ 
ton,  Colo.  80122. 

C 877-499  _ do _  Roy  II.  Dubitxky. 

C 877-500  . do . .  W.  H.  Arrington,  Jr.,  1880 

Lincoln  St.,  No.  808,  Den¬ 
ver,  Colo.  80295. 

CS76-419  Apr.  25,1977  Lee  Pearson.  2401  Western 
Ave.,  Farmington,  N.  Mex. 
87401. 

C 877-475  Apr.  21,1977  Barber  Oil.  Inc.,  P.O.  Box 
1858,  Carlsbad,  N.  Mex. 
88220. 

CS77-476  . do . Liberty  Oil  A  Gas  Corp., 

P.O.  Box  297,  Olney,  Ill. 
62450. 

C877-477  Apr.  22,1977  Joseph  W.  Geary,  2800  One 
Main  Place,  Dallas,  Tex. 
75250. 

C 877-478  . do .  Robert  D.  Fraixer,  P.O.  Box 

31445,  Aurora,  Colo.  80010. 

C 877-479  Apr.  25, 1977  Jean  G.  Swihart,  108  North¬ 
west  29th  St.,  Oklahoma 
City,  Okla.  73118. 

CB77-480  _ _ do _ ....  McKay  Investments,  Inc., 

P.O.  Box  49,  El  Dorado, 
Kans.  67042. 

C 877-481  . do .  Garco,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  2952, 

Grand  Junction,  Colo. 
81501. 

C 877-482  . do . Wilma  Bacon,  408  Lilac  Lane, 

Grand  Junction,  Colo. 
81501. 

C 877-483  . do .  Robert  O.  Wilkin,  3508  Sacra¬ 

mento  St.,  San  Francisco, 
Calif.  94118. 

C 877-484  . do .  George  W.  Brewer,  Jr.,  3041 

Quail  Creek  Rd.,  Oklahoma 
City,  Okla.  73120. 

C 877-485  Apr.  26, 1977  Sam  Jack  Partnership  No.  6, 
P.O.  Box  No.  754,  Indiana, 
Pa.  15701, 

CS77-488  _ do . J.I.C.  Drilling  Co.  No.  4, 

P.O.  Box  No.  754,  Indiana, 
Pa.  15701. 

CS77-487  Apr.  22,1977  Robert  D.  Paulson,  1778 
Lincoln  8t.,  Denver,  Colo. 
80203. 

CS77-488  . do . William  Q.  Odell,  1776  Lincoln 

8t.,  Denver,  Colo.  80203. 

CS77-489  . do . Will  P.  Pirkey,  M.D.,  3191 

South  Broadway,  Engle¬ 
wood,  Colo.  80110. 

C 877-490  . do .  Walter  W.  Doeringsfeld,  Jr., 

666  Niver  Ale.,  Denver, 
Colo.  80221. 


|  PR  Doc.77-13283  Plied  5-9-77:8:46  ami 


l  Docket  No.  CP77-350] 

MISSISSIPPI  RIVER  TRANSMISSION  CORP. 

Application 

May  4,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  April  20,  1977, 
Mississippi  River  Transmission  Corpora¬ 
tion  (Applicant) ,  9900  Clayton  Road.  St. 
Louis,  Missouri  63124,  filed  in  Docket  No. 
CP77-350  an  application  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Oas  Act  for  a 
certificate  of  public  convenience  and  ne¬ 
cessity  authorizing  the  installation,  con¬ 
struction  and  operation  of  an  additional 
1,000  horsepower  compressor  unit  and 
certain  appurtenant  facilities,  at  its 
existing  Twelve  Mile  No.  2  Compressor 
Station  located  on  ApDlicant’s  Main  Line 
in  Madison  County,  Missouri,  all  as  more 


fully  set  forth  in  the  application  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  open  to  public 
inspection. 

Applicant  states  that  its  Main  Line 
System  includes  both  its  Twelve  Mile  No. 
2  Compressor  Station  in  Madison  County, 
Missouri,  and  its  Ste.  Genevieve  Com¬ 
pressor  Station  located  north  of  Twelve 
Mile  No.  2  in  adjacent  Ste.  Genevieve 
County,  Missouri.  Applicant  further 
states  that  the  Twelve  Mile  No.  2  Sta¬ 
tion  consists  of  5  compressor  units,  each 
of  1,100  horsepower,  all  of  which  must 
be  continually  operating  to  provide  the 
necessary  system  throughput.  Should 
one  of  these  units  fail  the  entire  Twelve 
Mile  No.  2  Compressor  Station  ordinarily 
has  to  be  shut  down  while  the  unit  is 
being  repaired  since  the  remaining  four 
units  do  not  have  the  capacity  to  handle 
the  flow  of  gas  through  the  station  and, 
as  a  result,  the  gas  flow  on  Applicant’s 
main  line  system,  which  would  then  by¬ 
pass  the  Twelve  Mile  No.  2  Station,  de¬ 
clines  by  approximately  60  million  Mcf 
per  day,  it  is  said. 

Applicant  states  that  the  installation 
of  an  additional  1,000  horsepower  com¬ 
pressor  unit  at  the  Twelve  Mile  No.  2 
Station  would  cause  reliability  on  its 
main  line  system  to  be  significantly  in¬ 
creased  due  to  the  fact  that  if  one  of  the 
six  individual  compressor  units  goes  out 
of  service  for  a  given  period  of  time  the 
compressor  station  could  continue  oper¬ 
ating  by  using  the  five  remaining  com¬ 
pressor  units,  and  the  flow  of  gas  through 
the  station  could  continue  virtually  un¬ 
affected  while  repairs  are  being  effected. 
It  is  stated  that  in  addition  to  improving 
the  operating  dependability  and  effi¬ 
ciency  of  Applicant’s  system,  installation 
of  this  additional  unit  would  result  in  a 
reduction  in  system  fuel  gas  require¬ 
ments,  and  the  operation  of  the  addi¬ 
tional  compressor  unit  at  Twelve  Mile 
No.  2  would  substantially  reduce  Appli¬ 
cant’s  usage  of  its  Ste.  Genevieve  Com¬ 
pressor  Station,  requiring  Applicant  to 
operate  the  Ste.  Genevieve  Station  pri¬ 
marily  for  system  peaking  purposes  on 
an  average  of  eight  hours  per  day  during 
approximately  four  months  of  the  winter 
heating  season.  The  reduction  in  usage  of 
the  Ste.  Genevieve  Station,  when  netted 
against  the  operation  of  the  additional 
compressor  unit  at  the  Twelve  Mile  No.  2 
Station,  results  in  a  reduction  in  Appli¬ 
cant's  total  fuel  usage  of  approximately 
80,000  Mcf  of  natural  gas  per  year,  it 
is  said. 

Applicant  states  that  the  additional 
unit  proposed  to  be  installed  is  one  which 
Applicant  used  at  its  Twelve  Mile  No.  1 
station  until  1976.  The  total  estimated 
cost  of  this  proposed  project  is  estimated 
to  be  $340,000  excluding  the  present  net 
book  value  of  the  compressor  unit  itself 
(approximately  $2,000)  and  of  three 
compressor  cylinders  (approximately 
$36,000),  all  of  which  Applicant  states 
it  presently  has  in  stock. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
aDplication  should  on  or  before  May  23, 
1977,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission.  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  the  Com¬ 


mission's  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  regulations 
under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR 
157.10).  All  protests  filed  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  will  be  considered  by  it  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the  Pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party 
in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  section  7 
and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  and  the 
Commission's  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure.  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission 
on  this  aDplication  if  no  petition  to  in¬ 
tervene  is  filed  within  the  time  reouired 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own 
review  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant 
of  the  certificate  is  required  by  the  pub¬ 
lic  convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  peti¬ 
tion  for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely 
filed,  or  If  the  Commission  on  its  own 
motion  believes  that  a  formal  hearinsr  is 
reouired.  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  he  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  orovided 
for.  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  aopear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Ptttvb. 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc  77-13271  Filed  5-9-77:8:45  ami 


[Docket  No.  RP74— 100  (PGA  77-5a)  J 

NATIONAL  FUEL  GAS  SUPPLY  CORP. 

Proposed  PGA  Rate  Adjustment 

May  4.  1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  April  19,  1977, 
National  Fuel  Gas  Supply  Corporation 
(National)  tendered  for  filing  as  part  of 
its  FPC  Gas  Tariff,  Original  Volume  No. 
1,  Twelfth  Revised  Sheet  No.  4,  proposed 
to  be  effective  May  1,  1977. 

National  states  that  the  purpose  of 
this  revised  tariff  sheet  is  to  adjust  Na¬ 
tional’s  rates  pursuant  to  the  PGA  pro¬ 
visions  in  Section  17  of  the  General 
Terms  and  Conditions  and  to  recover  the 
cost  of  emergency  purchases  for  Febru¬ 
ary  and  March  of  1977  over  the  remain¬ 
ing  five  months  of  Its  currently  effec¬ 
tive  surcharge.  National  further  states 
that  such  tariff  sheet  reflects  an  adjust¬ 
ment  in  National’s  rates  of  2.86?  per  Mcf 
on  Twelfth  Revised  Sheet  No.  4. 

National  proposes,  in  the  event  that 
Twelfth  Revised  Sheet  No.  4  is  not  ap¬ 
proved  effective  May  1.  1977,  that  Alter¬ 
nate  Twelfth  Revised  Sheet  No.  4  filed 
herewith  be  made  effective  May  1,  1977. 
Alternate  Twelfth  Revised  Sheet  No.  4 
reflects  only  the  current  PGA  adjust¬ 
ment. 

It  is  stated  that  copies  of  the  filing 
h«ive  been  mailed  to  all  of  its  jurisdic¬ 
tional  customers  and  affected  state  regu¬ 
latory  commissions. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition  to 
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intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street.  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426.  in 
accordance  with  §5  1 .8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  and  1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  May  19,  1977.  Protests  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Commission  in  determin¬ 
ing  the  appropriate  parties  to  the  pro¬ 
ceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to  become 
a  party  must  file  a  petition  to  intervene. 
Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.77-13275  Filed  5-9-77:8:45  ami 


|  Docket  No.  ER77-312) 

NORTHEAST  UTILITIES  SERVICE  CO. 

Termination  of  Exchange  Agreement 
May  4,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  Northeast  Utilities 
Service  Company  (NU)  on  April  19,  1977 
tendered  for  filing  a  Termination  of  the 
Exchange  Agreement  between  NU  and 
Boston  Edison  Company  with  respect  to 
Northfield  Mountain  Project  and  Mys¬ 
tic  Unit  No.  5  (the  Agreement) . 

NU  indicates  that  the  Agreement  ter¬ 
minated  on  May  3,  1976  and  that  under 
the  Agreement  neither  party  paid  the 
other  a  capacity  or  a  transmission  charge 
and  that  the  Agreement  provided  each 
party  with  an  improved  generation  mix 
and  therefore  reduced  production  costs. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a  pe¬ 
tition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission.  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  in  accordance  with  §§  1.8  and  1.10 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10>.  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  May  13,  1977.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  protest- 
ants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  per¬ 
son  wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file 
a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
application  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.77-13331  Filed  5-9-77:8:45  am| 


(Docket  No.  RP73-8,  (PGA77-9)  [ 

NORTH  PENN  GAS  CO. 

Proposed  Changes  in  FPC  Gas  Tariff 
May  4.  1977. 

Take  notice  that  North  Penn  Gas  Com¬ 
pany  (North  Penn)  on  April  15,  1977, 
tendered  for  filing  proposed  changes  in 
its  FPC  Gas  Tariff,  First  Revised  Volume 
No.  1.  pursuant  to  its  PGA  Clause  for 
rates  to  be  effective  June  1,  1977.  North 
Penn  has  included  in  its  filing  a  decrease 
under: 


Sections  14.3  and  14.5  Unrecovered  Pur¬ 
chased  Gas  Cost  Account  and  Flow-through 
of  Refunds. 

The  rate  change  under  Sections  14.3 
and  14.5  reflects  a  surcharge  credit  of 
2.107<  per  Mcf  which  results  from 
amounts  accumulated  in  the  Unrecovered 
Purchased  Gas  Account  for  the  period 
September,  1976  through  February,  1977, 
the  jurisdictional  portion  of  refunds  re¬ 
ceived  by  North  Penn  from  its  suppliers 
for  the  same  six-month  period  and  a 
carryover  balance  from  the  surcharge 
credit  filed  May  7,  1976,  effective  June, 
1976  through  November,  1976.  The  2.107c 
surcharge  credit  will  decrease  North 
Penn’s  jurisdictional  revenues  by  ap¬ 
proximately  $111.7  thousand  over  the 
period  June  1, 1977  through  November  30, 
1977. 

North  Penn  is  requesting  a  waiver  of 
any  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  and 
Regulations  in  order  to  permit  the  pro¬ 
posed  rates  to  go  into  effect  on  June  1, 
1977. 

Copies  of  this  filing  were  served  upon 
North  Penn’s  jurisdictional  customers,  as 
well  as  interested  state  commissions. 

Any  persons  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street.  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  §§1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or  be¬ 
fore  May  24,  1977.  Protests  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Commission  in  determin¬ 
ing  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken, 
but  will  not  serve  to  make  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file  a 
petition  to  interven.  Copies  of  this  filing 
are  on  file  with  the  Commission  and 
are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc  77-13267  Filed  5-9-77:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  ER77-266 1 

OTTER  TAIL  POWER  CO. 

Rate  Filing 

May  3,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  April  22,  1977, 
Otter  Tail  Power  Company  (Otter  Tail' 
tendered  for  filing  rate  schedules  cover¬ 
ing  scheduling  and  dispatching  service 
provided  to  Cooperative  Power  Associa¬ 
tion  (Association)  and  Central  Power 
Electric  Cooperative  (Central).  An  ef¬ 
fective  date  of  April  1,  1977,  is  requested 
for  the  increase,  estimated  at  approxi¬ 
mately  $7,343  per  year,  in  rates  to  be 
charged  the  Association  per  Supplement 
No.  3  to  Otter  Tail’s  Rate  Schedule  FPC 
No.  154.  An  effective  date  of  March  20, 
1977,  is  requested  for  the  increase  esti¬ 
mated  at  approximately  $1,842,  in  rates 
to  be  charged  Central  per  supplement  No. 
3  to  Otter  Tail’s  Rate  Schedule  FPC  No. 
121. 

Otter  Tail  requests  waiver  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  notice  requirements  to  allow 
these  two  Schedules  to  become  effective 


on  April  1.  1977  and  March  20,  1977 
respectively. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  in  accordance  with  §§1.8  and  1.10 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on 
or  before  May  11,  1977.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  protes¬ 
tants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  per¬ 
son  wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file 
a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
application  are  on  file  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  and  are  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.77-13280  Filed  5-9-77:8:45  am| 

[Docket  Nos.  RP73-8  and  RP75-158,  (PGA 
77-5a),  (PGA  77-6a),  (PGA  77-7a)  1 

NORTH  PENN  GAS  CO. 

Proposed  Changes  in  FPC  Gas  Tariff 
May  4, 1977. 

Take  notice  that  North  Penn  Gas 
Company  (North  Penn)  on  April  22, 
1977,  tendered  for  filing  proposed 
changes  in  its  FPC  Gas  Tariff,  First  Re¬ 
vised  Volume  No.  1,  to  comply  with  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission  (Commission) 
letters  dated  April  8,  1977  (PGA  77-7) 
and  April  14,  1977  (RP76-158). 

North  Penn  states  that  it  will  make 
refunds  to  its  FPC  jurisdictional  cus¬ 
tomers  for  February  and  March,  1977 
upon  acceptance  of  this  filing  to  reflect 
the  lower  rates  contained  in  Substitute 
Fortieth  and  Substitute  Forty-First  Re¬ 
vised  Sheets  No.  PGA-1. 

North  Penn  is  requesting  a  waiver  of 
any  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  and  Reg¬ 
ulations  in  order  to  permit  the  proposed 
rates  shown  on  Substitute  Fortieth,  Sub¬ 
stitute  Forty-First  and  Substitute  Forty- 
Third  Revised  Sheets  No.  PGA-1  to 
become  effective  as  proposed. 

Copies  of  this  filing  were  served  upon 
North  Penn’s  jurisdictional  customers, 
as  well  as  interested  state  commissions. 

Any  persons  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to  , 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition  ! 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol  ! 
Street  NE..  Washington.  D.C.  20426,  in  ( 
accordance  with  Sections  1.8  and  1.10  of 
the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  May  19.  1977.  Protests  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Commission  in  determin¬ 
ing  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken, 
but  will  not  serve  to  make  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing 
are  on  file  with  the  Commission  and  are 
available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary, 

[FR  Doc.77-13333  Filed  5-9-77:8:45  am] 
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|  Docket  No.  ER77-323  ] 

OHIO  POWER  CO. 

Changes  in  Rates  and  Charges 

May  4. 1977. 

Take  notice  that  American  Electric 
Power  Service  Corporation  (AEP)  on 
April  27,  1977.  tendered  for  filing  on  be¬ 
half  of  its  affiliates  Indiana  &  Michigan 
Electric  Company  (Indiana)  and  Ohio 
Power  Company  (Ohio),  Modification 
No.  4  dated  January  31,  1977,  to  the 
Interconnection  Agreement  dated  De¬ 
cember  12,  1949  among  Indiana  &  Mich¬ 
igan  Electric  Company,  Ohio  Power 
Company  and  Cincinnati  Gas  &  Electric 
Company  (Cincinnati),  designated  In¬ 
diana  Rate  Schedule  FPC  No.  16  and 
Ohio  Rate  Schedule  FPC  No.  21. 

AEP  indicates  that  Section  1  of 
Modification  No.  4  provides  for  an  in¬ 
crease  in  the  demand  charge  for  Short 
Term  Power  from  $0.50  to  $0.60/kW-week 
and  Section  3  provides  for  an  increase 
in  the  demand  charge  for  Limited  Term 
Power  from  $2.75  to  $3.25/kW-month. 
Moreover,  Section  2  of  Modification  No. 
4  provides  for  an  increase  in  the  trans¬ 
mission  charge  for  third  party  Short 
Term  Power  transactions  from  $0,125  to 
$0.15/kW-week  and  Section  4  provides 
for  an  increase  in  the  transmission 
charge  for  third  party  Limited  Term 
Power  transactions  from  $0.55  to 
$0 . 65  / k W -month ,  both  schedules  pro¬ 
posed  to  become  effective  June  1,  1977. 

AEP  states  that  since  the  use  of  Short 
Term  and  Limited  Term  Power  cannot 
be  accurately  estimated  for  the  twelve 
month  period  succeeding  the  date  of 
filing,  it  is  impossible  to  estimate  the  in¬ 
crease  in  revenues  resulting  from  this 
modification  for  such  period. 

AEP  also  states  that  copies  of  the 
filing  were  served  upon  Cincinnati  Gas 
&  Electric  Company,  the  Public  Service 
Commission  of  Indiana,  the  Michigan 
Public  Service  Commission  and  the  Pub¬ 
lic  Utilities  Commission  of  Ohio. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a  pe¬ 
tition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  Washington,  D.C.  20426. 
in  accordance  with  Sections  1.8  and  1.10 
of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All 
such  petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed 
on  or  before  May  18,  1977.  Protests  will 
be  considered  by  the  Commission  in  de¬ 
termining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken.  Any  person  wishing  to  become  a 
party  must  file  a  petition  to  intervene. 
Copies  of  this  application  are  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  are  available  for 
public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.77-13330  Filed  5-9-77; 8: 45  ami 


|  Project  No.  637  J 

PUBLIC  UTILITY  DISTRICT  NO.  1  OF 
CHELAN  COUNTY 

Corrected  Notice  of  Issuance  of  Annual 
License(s) 

May  4,  1977. 

This  notice  corrects  and  supersedes 
the  Notice  of  Issuance  of  Annual  Li¬ 
cense*  s)  for  Project  No.  637,  issued  April 
1, 1977. 

On  Octcber  30.  1975.  Public  Utility 
District  No.  1  of  Chelan  County,  Licensee 
for  Lake  Chelan  Project  No.  637,  located 
on  the  Chelan  River  and  Chelan  Lake. 
Chelan  County,  Washington,  filed  an  ap¬ 
plication  for  a  new  license  pursuant  to 
the  Federal  Power  Act  and  Commission 
Regulations  thereunder. 

The  license  for  Project  No.  637  was 
issued  effective  May  8,  1926.  for  a  period 
ending  May  7,  1976.  Since  expiration  of 
the  original  license,  the  project  has  been 
maintained  and  operated  under  an  an¬ 
nual  license  which  will  expire  on  May  7, 
1977.  In  order  to  authorize  the  continued 
operation  and  maintenance  of  the  proj¬ 
ect,  pending  Commission  action  on  Li¬ 
censee’s  application,  it  is  appropriate 
and  in  the  public  interest  to  issue  an 
annual  license  to  the  Public  Utility  Dis¬ 
trict  No.  1  of  Chelan  County. 

Take  notice  that  an  annual  license  is 
issued  to  the  Public  Utility  Districts  No. 
1  of  Chelan  County  for  the  period  May 
8.  1977,  to  May  7,  1978,  or  until  the  issu¬ 
ance  of  a  new  license  for  the  project, 
whichever  comes  first,  for  the  continued 
operation  and  maintenance  of  the  Lake 
Chelan  Project  No.  637  subject  to  the 
terms  and  conditions  of  the  original 
lincense.  Take  further  notice  that  if  is¬ 
suance  of  a  new  license  does  not  take 
place  on  or  before  May  7^  1978,  a  new 
annual  license  will  be  issued  each  year 
thereafter,  effective  May  8  of  each  year, 
until  such  time  as  a  new  license  is  issued, 
without  further  notice  being  given  by  the 
Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.77-13309  Filed  5-9-77:8:45  ami 


|  Docket  No.  CP77-361  ] 

SEA  ROBIN  PIPELINE  CO. 

Application 

May  4. 1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  April  27,  1977, 
Sea  Robin  Pipeline  Company  (Sea 
Robin)  filed  an  abbreviated  application 
for  a  budget-type  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  authorizing 
the  construction  and  operation  of  gas 
purchase,  and  other  facilities  necessary 
to  connect  new  supplies  and  to  imple¬ 
ment  the  exchange  and  transportation 
of  natural  gas.  Applicant  requests  a  total 


authorization  of  $4,287,095  with  single 
projects  limited  to  $2,500,000,  all  as  more 
fully  set  forth  in  the  application  which 
is  on  file  with  the  Commission  and  open 
to  public  inspection. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application,  on  or  before  May  27,  1977, 
should  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Proce¬ 
dure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests 
filed  with  the  Commission  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  it  in  determining  the  appro¬ 
priate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  to  a  proceeding,  or  to 
participate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing 
therein,  must  file  a  petition  to  intervene 
in  accordance  with  the  Commission's 
Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission  by  Sections  7  and 
15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the  Com¬ 
mission's  Rules  of  Practice  and  Proce¬ 
dure.  a  hearing  will  be  held  without  fur¬ 
ther  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
this  application  if  no  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own 
review  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant 
of  the  certificate  is  required  by  the  pub¬ 
lic  convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  peti¬ 
tion  for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed, 
or  if  the  Commission  on  its  own  motion 
believes  that  a  formal  hearing  is  re¬ 
quired,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for.  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  ADplicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

|  FR  Doc.77-13327  Filed  5-9-77:8:45  am) 


|  Docket  No.  CP77-360] 

TENNESSEE  GAS  PIPELINE  COMPANY,  A 
DIVISION  OF  TENNECO  INC.  AND  NAT¬ 
URAL  GAS  PIPELINE  COMPANY  OF 
AMERICA 

Application 

May  4,  1977. 

Take  notice  than  on  April  27,  1977, 
Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Company,  a  Di¬ 
vision  of  Tenneco  Inc.  (Tennessee) ,  P.O. 
Box  2511,  Houston,  Texas,  77001,  and 
Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Company  of  Amer¬ 
ica  (Natural),  122  South  Michigan  Ave¬ 
nue,  Chicago,  Illinois.  60603  (Appli¬ 
cants),  filed  a  joint  abbreviated  appli¬ 
cation  pursuant  to  Section  7  (c)  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  for  a  certificate  of  pub- 
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lie  convenience  and  necessity  authorizing 
the  investment  by  Applicants  in  com¬ 
pression  and  related  facilities,  all  as  more 
fully  set  forth  in  the  application  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  open  to  public  • 
inspection. 

Specifically,  Applicants  request  au¬ 
thorization  (a)  to  install,  or  cause  to  be 
installed,  a  2,700  horsepower  compressor 
unit  and  related  facilities  on  the  existing 
producer  “A”  platform  in  Eugene  Island 
Block  367,  offshore  Louisiana,  which 
platform  is  jointly  owned  by  Texaco  Inc. 
(Texaco)  and  Tenneco  Oil  Company 
(Tenneco  Oil)  and  operated  by  Texaco; 
and  (b)  to  operate  and  maintain  said 
facilities  in  accordance  with  the  gas  pur¬ 
chase  contracts  between  Tennessee  and 
Tenneco  Oil  and  between  Natural  and 
Texaco  which  were  filed  as  exhibits  to 
the  joint  application  of  Tennessee  and 
Natural  at  Docket  No.  CP76-370. 

Applicants  state  that  Texaco  and  Ten¬ 
neco  Oil  each  own  a  50  per  cent  leasehold 
interest  in  the  gas  reserves  underlying 
Eugene  Island  Block  367  and  Ship  Shoal 
Blocks  343  and  344  (Block  343  Field)  and 
that  Texaco’s  50  per  cent  interest  is 
committed  to  Natural  and  75  per  cent 
of  Tenneco  Oil’s  50  per  cent  interest  is 
committed  to  Tennessee,  both  under  Gas 
Purchase  and  Sales  Agreements.  Appli¬ 
cants  further  state  that  under  their 
aforementioned  respective  Gas  Purchase 
and  Sales  Agreements  with  their  respec¬ 
tive  producers,  they  are  required  to  fur¬ 
nish  any  compression  facilities  deemed 
necessary  by  the  operator,  and  that 
Texaco,  as  operator  of  the  Block  343 
Field,  has  determined  that  compression 
on  the  Eugene  Island  Block  367  “A”  plat¬ 
form  is  required  to  produce  certain  res¬ 
ervoirs  against  the  line  pressure  required 
for  the  gas  to  enter  Applicants’  pipeline 
systems  and  that  Texaco  therefore  pro¬ 
poses  to  install  and  operate  a  2,700  horse¬ 
power  compressor  unit  on  the  “A" 
platform. 

Applicants  estimate  the  cost  of  the 
2,700  horsepower  compressor  unit  to  be 
$2,670,000  to  be  borne  50  per  cent  each  by 
Tennessee  and  Natural. 

Applicants  estimate  that  over  the  life 
of  the  Block  343  Field  reserves,  an  addi¬ 
tional  98.040  MMcf  of  reserves  will  be 
recovered  as  a  result  of  such  compression, 
which  would  not  otherwise  be  recovered. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application,  on  or  before  May  27,  1977, 
should  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission.  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Proce¬ 
dure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests 
filed  with  the  Commission  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  it  in  determining  the  appro¬ 
priate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  to  a  proceeding,  or  to 
participate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing 
therein,  must  file  a  petition  to  intervene 
in  accordance  with  the  Commission’s 
Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 


Federal  Power  Commission  by  Sections  7 
and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro¬ 
cedure.  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
this  application  if  no  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own  re¬ 
view  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant  of 
the  certificate  is  required  by  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or 
if  the  Commission  on  its  own  motion 
believes  that  a  formal  hearing  is  re¬ 
quired,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

1FR  Doc.77-13325  Filed  5-9-77:8:45  am) 


[Docket  No.  CP77-358 1 

TEXAS  GAS  TRANSMISSION  CORP. 

Application 

May  4,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  April  25,  1977, 
Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corporation 
(Applicant),  P.O.  Box  1160,  Owensboro, 
Kentucky  42301,  filed  in  Docket  No. 
CP77-358  an  application  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and 
§  2.79  of  the  Commission’s  General  Policy 
and  Interpretations  (18  CFR  2.79),  for  a 
certificate  of  public  convenience  and  ne¬ 
cessity  authorizing  the  transportation  of 
up  to  250  Mcf  of  natural  gas  per  day  at 
14.73  psia,  on  an  interruptible  basis,  for 
Allied  Products  Corporation -Kerr  Fin¬ 
ishing  Division  (Kerr) ,  all  as  more  fully 
set  forth  in  the  application  which  is  on 
file  with  the  Commission  and  open  to 
public  inspection. 

Applicant  proposes  to  transport  up  to 
250  Mcf  of  natural  gas  per  day  on  an  in¬ 
terruptible  basis  for  Kerr  pursuant  to  a 
transportation  service  agreement  dated 
April  8.  1977,  between  Applicant  and 
Kerr. 

Applicant  states  that  Kerr  has  en¬ 
tered  into  a  gas  purchase  option  agree¬ 
ment  with  Trinidad  Petroleum  Corpora¬ 
tion  (Trinidad)  for  24 -months,  giving 
Kerr  the  option  to  purchase  volumes  of 
natural  gas  to  be  produced  from  certain 
leasehold  interests  presently  owned  by 
Trinidad  in  Standard  Field,  LaSalle  Par¬ 
ish,  Louisiana.  It  is  stated  that  Trinidad 
would  charge  Kerr  $2.00/Mcf  for  gas 
purchased  during  the  first  12  months  of 
the  agreement  and  $2.35/Mcf  for  the  re¬ 
mainder  12-months.  It  is  further  stated 
that  the  subject  gas  would  be  delivered  to 
Applicant  at  a  meter  station  to  be  con¬ 
structed  and  installed  at  or  near  Mile 
Post  78+0523  on  Applicant’s  Bastrop- 
Eunice  26-inch  pipeline,  located  near 
Olla  in  LaSalle  Parish,  Louisiana,  and 
Applicant  would  simultaneously  redeliver 
the  gas  to  Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe 
Line  Corporation  (Transco),  at  an  ex¬ 
isting  exchange  point  between  Applicant 
and  Transco  near  Mamou,  Evangeline 


Parish,  Louisiana,  for  ultimate  delivery 
to  Kerr  for  high  priority  process  in  Kerr’s 
Concord,  North  Carolina,  plant.  It  is 
stated  that  the  gas  purchased  from  Trin¬ 
idad  would  be  consumed  during  each 
month  of  the  transportation  period  in 
plant  processes  for  which  there  are  no 
technically  feasible  alternative  fuels.  It  is 
further  stated  that  the  total  end-use  re¬ 
quirements  for  natural  gas  at  Kerr  fa¬ 
cility  in  Concord,  N.C.  during  the  trans¬ 
portation  period  is  180,000  Mcf. 

Applicant  states  that  a  2-inch  run 
meter  station  and  related  equipment 
would  be  constructed  and  installed  on  its 
Bastrop-Eunice  26-inch  pipeline  in  La 
Salle  Parish,  Louisiana,  in  order  to  effec¬ 
tuate  the  proposed  transportation  serv¬ 
ice.  Pursuant  to  the  terms  and  conditions 
of  the  proposed  transportation  service 
agreement.  Applicant  would  construct 
and  install  the  facilities  for  Kerr,  which 
would  own  the  facilities  and  Kerr  would 
lease  the  facilities  to  Applicant,  which 
as  lessee,  would  operate  the  facilities  for 
the  duration  of  the  transportation  service 
agreement.  The  estimated  cost  of  the 
proposed  facilities  is  $11,100,  it  is  said. 

Applicant  indicates  that  it  would 
charge  4.67  cents  per  Mcf  (at  14.73  psia) 
for  all  quantities  of  gas  transported  and 
delivered  to  Transco  for  the  account  of 
Kerr. 

It  is  stated  that  Trinidad  elected  not  to 
sell  its  natural  gas  on  the  Interstate 
market  due  to  the  uncertainty  created  by 
the  Commission’s  Opinion  No.  770. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  Mav  16, 
1977.  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission.  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  reauirements  of  the  Com¬ 
mission's  rules  of  practice  and  proce¬ 
dure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the 
regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
(IP  CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by  it 
in  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a 
party  in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a 
pstition  to  intervene  in  accordance  with 
the  Commission's  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections  7 
and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
this  application  if  no  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own  re¬ 
view  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant  of 
the  certificate  is  required  by  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or 
if  the  Commission  on  its  own  motion  be¬ 
lieves  that  a  formal  hearing  is  required, 
further  notice  of  such  hearing  will  be 
duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
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unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb,  * 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.77-13265  Filed  5-9-77;8:45  am) 


(Opinion  No.  796;  Docket  No.  CP74-138, 
CP74-139,  CP7 4-140] 

TRUNKLINE  LNG  CO.  AND  TRUNKLINE 
GAS  CO. 

Opinion  and  Order  on  Proposal  to  Import 
Liquefied  Natural  Gas  to  the  United 
States  from  Algeria 

April  29,  1977. 

Opinion  No.  796 

APPEARANCES 

Raymond  N.  Shibley,  James  J.  Flood,  Jr., 
and  John  D.  Townsend  lor  Trunkline  LNQ 
Company  and  Trunkline  Qas  Company. 
George  A.  Avery,  James  K.  White,  James  B. 
Falahee,  Toni  K.  Golden  and  William  W. 
Ross  for  Consumers  Power  Company. 
William  W.  Bedwell,  John  J.  Mullally,  and 
James  H.  Wuller  for  Mississippi  River 
Transmission  Corporation. 

Michael  F.  Butler,  Charles  F.  Dewey  and  Rob¬ 
ert  C.  Goodwin  for  Federal  Energy  Admin¬ 
istration  and  the  Energy  Resources  Coun¬ 
cil. 

James  R.  McClarnon  for  City  of  Indianapolis, 
Citizens  Gas  &  Coke  Utility. 

Richard  W.  Johnson  and  Joseph  T.  Morrow 
for  Northern  Indiana  Public  Service 
Company. 

Richard  M.  Merriman  and  Richard  T.  Witt 
for  Central  Illinois  Light  Company  and 
Michigan  Gas  Utilities  Company. 

J.  David  Mann,  Jr.  and  Stephen  J.  Small  for 
Laclede  Gas  Company. 

Joseph  Certain  and  George  P.  Osborn  for  In¬ 
diana  Gas  Company  and  Central  Indiana 
Gas  Company. 

Edward  J.  Kirby,  James  R.  Lacey,  Roger  M. 
Nelson  and  Harold  W.  Borden,  Jr.  for  Pub¬ 
lic  Service  Electric  and  Gas  Company. 
Charles  E.  McGee.  Edward  J.  Kirby  and  Phil 
W.  Jordan  for  Eascogas  LNG,  Inc. 

John  T.  Ketcham  for  Consumers  Gas  Trans¬ 
mission  Company  and  Algonquin  LNG,  Inc. 
G.  8cott  Cuming,  Kenneth  G.  Johnson,  Rob¬ 
ert  H.  Lovell  and  Donald  S.  Snow  for  El 
Paso  Algeria  Corporation. 

Bradford  Ross  for  Society  Nationale  (Sona- 
trach). 

Robert  G.  Glertz  for  the  Maritime  Adminis¬ 
tration. 

Jacobus  J.  Lankharst  for  the  United  States 
Coast  Guard. 

M.  Frazier  King,  Jr.,  Peter  C.  Kissel  and  Wil¬ 
liam  R.  Koerner,  Jr.  for  the  Staff  of  the 
Federal  Power  Commission. 

On  February  18,  1977,  Presiding  Judge 
Samuel  Kanell  issued  an  Initial  Decision 
approving,  subject  to  conditions,  the  ap¬ 
plications,  as  amended,  of  Trunkline 
LNG  Company  (Trunkline  LNG  or  TLC) 
and  Trunkline  Gas  Company  (Trunk¬ 
line)  for:  (1)  A  certificate  of  public  con - 
CP74-138) ;  (2)  an  order  under  section 
7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  con¬ 
struction  of  an  LNG  marine  terminal, 
LNG  plant  and  associated  facilities  in 
Calcasieu  Parish,  Louisiana  (Docket  No. 
CP74-138) ;  (2)  an  order  under  Section 
3  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  authorizing  im¬ 
portation  into  the  United  States  of  gas 
from  Algeria  over  a  20-year  period,  as 
outlined  herein  (Docket  No.  CP74-139) ; 
and  (3)  a  certificate  of  public  conven¬ 


ience  and  necessity  under  section  7(c) 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  construction 
of  a  45.8-mile  gas  pipeline  extension 
within  Louisiana  to  connect  the  pro¬ 
posed  LNG  plant  with  Trunkline’s  exist¬ 
ing  gas  pipeline  system. 

For  the  reasons  set  forth  in  the  instant 
opinion,  the  Commission  shall  affirm  the 
Presiding  Judge’s  decision  subject  to 
certain  modifications  of  the  conditions 
he  attached  to  his  decision;  all  as  pro¬ 
vided  later  in  this  opinion. 

I.  Introduction 

The  Presiding  Judge  gave  a  complete 
statement  of  the  nature  of  the  proceed¬ 
ing  and  the  proposed  project  as  follows 
(I.D.,  pp.  2-5) : 

Pursuant  to  sections  3  and  7(c)  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  Trunkline  LNG  Company 
(TLC)  and  Trunkline  Gas  Company  (Trunk¬ 
line)  filed  three  applications  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  on  November  15,  1973,  to  request 
necessary  authority  to  Implement  a  proposal 
to  Import  about  168  4  million  Mcf1  per  year 
year  of  liquefied  natural  gas  (LNG)  to  the 
United  States  from  Algeria. 

On  June  23,  1976,  amendments  were  filed 
to  these  applications.  These  amendments  re¬ 
flect  both  increases  In  the  co6t  of  the  pur¬ 
chased  LNG  and  In  construction  costs.  These 
changes  and  revised  transportation  arrange¬ 
ments  result  in  raising  the  overall  estimated 
Initial  cost  of  the  regaslfled  LNG  delivered 
to  the  existing  TTunkllne  transmission  sys¬ 
tem  to  about  $3.37  per  Mcf  In  contrast  to 
the  estimated  cost  of  about  half  of  this 
amount,  as  set  forth  In  the  application  as 
originally  filed. 

In  application  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP74- 
138,  TLC  seeks  a  certificate  of  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity  from  the  Commission 
under  section  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
for  the  proposed  construction  of  a  marine 
terminal,  three  600,000  barrel  capacity  cry¬ 
ogenic  storage  tanks,  seven  submerged  com¬ 
bustion  vaporizers  and  necessary  associated 
facilities  for  the  receipt,  storage,  and  reva- 
porlzatlon  of  LNQ  Into  Its  natural  gaseous 
state.  These  facilities  would  be  located  about 
25  miles  north  of  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  at  a 
point  12  miles  south  of  Lake  Charles  In  Cal¬ 
casieu  Parish,  Louisiana,  along  a  canal  which 
has  access  to  the  Calcasieu  ship  channel. 
This  latter  channel  provides  for  passage  of 
ocean-going  vessels  to  and  from  the  Gulf 
of  Mexico. 

The  revised  cost  of  the  proposed  Lake 
Charles  LNG  plant  Is  estimated  at  $164,340,- 
000,  exclusive  of  the  cost  of  extending  the 
canal  and  providing  a  necessary  turning 
basis  for  ocean-going  vessels. 

By  application,  as  amended,  filed  under 
Section  3  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  designed 
as  Docket  No.  CP74-139,  TLC  seeks  a  Com¬ 
mission  order  authorizing  the  importation 
Into  the  United  States  from  Algeria  of  ap¬ 
proximately  168.400,000  Mcf  of  gas  annually 
for  a  period  of  20  years,  beginning  1980. 

Under  Docket  No.  CP74-140,  Trunkline 
seeks  a  certificate  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  from  the  Commission  for  the  con¬ 
struction  and  operation  of  necessary  facili¬ 
ties.  Including  a  45.8-mlle  pipeline  exten¬ 
sion  within  the  State  of  Louisiana  to  re¬ 
ceive,  transport,  and  sell  In  Interstate  com¬ 
merce  the  gas  which  will  be  made  available 
by  the  revaporization  of  LNG  Imported  from 
Algeria.  The  revised  cost  of  the  pipeline  ex¬ 
tension  and  related  facilities  Is  estimated  at 
$28,830,000. 

TLC  la  a  wholly  owned  subsidiary  of 
Trunkline  which  In  turn  Is  wholly  owned  by 
Panhandle  Eastern  Pipeline  Company. 


1  Quantity  In  gasified  form. 


By  order  dated  January  18,  1974,  the  Com¬ 
mission  consolidated  Dockets  No.  CP74-138. 
CP74-139,  and  CP74-140.  for  purposes  of 
hearing  and  disposition,  and  directed  that 
If  hearing  of  all  Issues  other  than  environ¬ 
mental  were  completed  prior  to  Staff  com¬ 
pletion  of  an  environmental  Impact  state¬ 
ment  (EIS),  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act,  the 
record  would  remain  open  to  receive  envi¬ 
ronmental  testimony  and  evidence,  and  an 
Initial  decision  would  not  be  Issued  prior  to 
the  completion  of  the  submission  of  evidence 
relating  to  environmental  matters. 

By  order  Issued  June  28.  1974,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  denied  requests  by  Trunkline  and  TLC 
for  a  tentatlvo  decision  pending  completion 
of  the  EIS. 

Whllo  awaiting  completion  of  tho  EIS.  no 
sessions  of  tho  hearing  were  held  between 
May  1974  and  September  1976.  During  this 
Interval,  renegotiation  of  the  purchase  agree¬ 
ment  for  Algerian  LNG  and  Increased  costs 
of  shipping  and  construction  resulted  In 
doubling  of  the  estimated  cost  of  this  Im¬ 
ported  gas. 

In  assigning  this  matter  for  hearing,  the 
Commission  enumerated  the  following  Issues 
as  relevant  for  consideration : 

1.  Reliability  of  foreign  supply  of  LNG; 

2.  Dependence  on  foreign  LNG  to  meet 
residential  and  commercial  market  require¬ 
ments; 

3.  Environmental  Impact  considerations; 

4.  Pricing  of  LNG  supply; 

5.  Shipping  cost; 

6.  Economic  feasibility  of  the  project; 

7.  End  use  allocation  of  the  LNG  supply; 

8.  Availability  of  alternate  fuels  for  the 
market  to  be  served  by  the  Imported  LNG; 

9.  Engineering  feasibility; 

10.  Project  safety. 

Hearing  In  this  matter  was  Initiated  Feb¬ 
ruary  26.  1974.  The  first  phase  of  the  hearing 
continued  through  nine  sessions  to  May  2. 
1974.  The  hearing  was  reopened  on  Septem¬ 
ber  14,  1976,  following  completion  of  the  EIS 
and  the  filing  of  amendments  modifying  the 
initial  applications.  The  hearing  was  termi¬ 
nated  on  December  17,  1976,  for  a  total  of  22 
sessions.  All  briefs  were  filed  by  January  27, 
1977. 

In  light  of  the  provision  In  the  revised  con¬ 
tract  with  the  Algerian  LNG  supplier  which 
provides  that  this  contract  can  be  cancelled 
by  either  party  if  not  approved  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  by  April  1,  1977,*  the  parties  agreed 
to  an  expedited  briefing  schedule  and  also 
agreed  to  file  exceptions  to  this  Initial  De¬ 
cision  within  15  days  of  Its  issue  and  replies 
to  exceptions  within  15  days. 

•  •  •  •  • 

As  outlined  by  witnesses  for  the  applicants, 
this  project  will  be  substantially  similar  to 
other  LNG  programs  heretofore  reviewed  by 
the  Commission  concerning  Importation  of 
LNG  into  the  United  States. 

Under  the  revised  agreement  dated  Sep¬ 
tember  17.  1975  (Exhibit  69),  between  Pan¬ 
handle  Eastern  Pipeline  Company  (Panhan¬ 
dle)  and  Soclete*  Nationale  (Sonatrach),'  a 
corporation  which  Is  wholly  owned  by  the 
Government  of  Algeria.  3.368  trillion  cubic 
feet  of  natural  gas  will  be  made  available  for 
use  within  the  United  States  during  a  20- 
year  period  beginning  in  1980. 

By  subsequent  agreement  dated  January  2, 
1976.  Panhandle  assigned  Its  Interest  and  ob¬ 
ligation  under  this  Sonatrach  agreement  to 
its  subsidiary,  TLC. 


•Approval  date  extended  to  July  1,  1977. 
per  stipulation  of  counsel  for  Sonatrach. 

'This  revised  contract  supersede  the  Au¬ 
gust  17,  1973  contract  which  was  abrogated 
by  Sonatrach  because  of  failure  of  timely 
approval  by  the  Commission. 
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Sonatrach  will  be  responsible  for  produc¬ 
ing  the  gas  from  its  fields  in  Algeria,  trans¬ 
porting  the  gas  to  Mediterranean  ports,  liq¬ 
uefying  the  gas  and  delivering  the  LNG  to 
ocean-going  LNG  tankers.  Further,  Sona¬ 
trach  will  arrange  to  supply  three  of  the  five 
tankers  required  to  transport  the  LNG  to 
the  United  States  and  Trunkline  will  sup¬ 
ply  two  tankers.  Each  tanker  will  have  a  ca¬ 
pacity  of  125,000  cubic  meters. 

These  tankers  will  transport  the  liquefied 
gas  in  cryogenic  containers  from  Algerian 
ports  to  the  TLC  plant  to  be  built  In  the  Lake 
Charles  area  of  Southern  Louisiana.  TLC  will 
regasify  and  deliver  the  gas  to  Trunkline, 
which  will  transport  this  gas  through  its  ex¬ 
tensive  pipeline  system  and  deliver  the  re¬ 
gasified  LNG  to  its  customers. 

Trunkline  submits  that  since  1971,  it  has 
been  compelled  to  curtail  its  gas  deliveries 
below  its  contractual  commitments  in 
amounts  ranging  from  250,000  to  850,000  Mcf 
per  day.  Its  current  level  of  curtailments  is 
now  650,000  Mcf  per  day  despite  all  possible 
efforts  to  develop  new  gas  resources.  The 
420,000  Mcf  of  gas  per  day  that  Trunkline 
expects  from  this  Algerian  project  will  re¬ 
duce  the  anticipated  1980  deficiency  to  about 
450,000  Mcf  per  day.  It  is  expected  that  even 
if  the  imported  LNG  becomes  available  in 
1980.  Trunkline  will  be  unable  to  serve  all 
Category  1  and  2  customers  and  that  if  this 
LNG  were  not  available,  a  1980  deficiency  of 
about  900,000  Mcf  per  day  wUl  be  experi¬ 
enced. 

By  agreement  dated  January  22,  1976  be¬ 
tween  Trunkline  and  TLO  (Exhibit  No.  66), 
TLC  will  sell  the  regas  filed  LNG  to  Trunk¬ 
line  under  a  cost-of -service  tariff  arrange¬ 
ment  which  provides  that  Trunkline  will 
pay  all  of  TLC’s  cost  plus  a  15  percent  return 
on  equity  invested  in  TLC. 

II.  Initial  Decision 

As  indicated  previously,  the  Presiding 
Judge  approved  applicants'  proposals  sub¬ 
ject  to  various  conditions.  With  regard  to 
rates,  the  Presiding  Judge  prescribed  the 
following  conditions  (I.D.,  pp.  55-61) : 

1.  Rates  charged  Trunkline  Gas  Company 
by  Trunkline  LNG  Company  for  gas  obtained 
from  regaslfied  LNG  under  this  project  shall 
not  Include  (a)  a  return  on  TLC  equity  in 
excess  of  14  percent  and  (b)  an  overall  re¬ 
turn  for  TLC  in  excess  of  9.5  percent. 

2.  The  cost  to  Trunkline  of  gas  produced 
from  LNG  shall  not  include  any  cost  com¬ 
ponent  related  to  a  rate  of  return  on  equity 
invested  in  Lachmar 4  in  excess  of  17.5  per¬ 
cent,  measured  over  any  two-year  period. 

3.  Trunkline  shall  submit  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion  detailed  documentation  of  any  adjust¬ 
ment  in  LNG  freight  rates,  to  Insure  that 
only  necessary  and  proper  charges  are  in¬ 
cluded  pursuant  to  the  applicable  con¬ 
tractual  shipping  arrangements,  and  shall  ar¬ 
range  for  necessary  auditing  procedures  to 
insure  that  no  duplication  of  return  on  Lach- 
mar’s  equity  is  included  in  any  costs  charged 
to  Trunkline. 

4.  Gas  derived  from  this  LNG  Import  proj¬ 
ect  will  be  sold  by  Trunkline  Gas  Company 
to  its  customers  on  a  rolled-in  basis. 

5.  Trunkline  shall  submit  to  the  Com¬ 
mission  detailed  documentation  underlying 
anv  adjustments  in  the  price  paid  to  Sona¬ 
trach  for  LNG.  Such  documentation  shall 
clearly  delineate  the  contractual  basis  for 
any  such  price  change.  Trunkline  shall  sub¬ 
mit  this  documentation  on  an  annual  basis, 
to  be  received  by  the  Commission  within  45 
days  after  each  period  ending  December  31. 

***** 


4  A  partnership  owned  40  percent  by  Pan¬ 
handle,  40  percent  by  General  Dynamics 
Corporation  and  20  percent  by  Moore 
McCormack  Resources,  Inc.  (Footnote 
added.) 


10.  Prior  to  the  end  of  the  first  five-year 
period  of  operation  of  the  LNG  plant.  Trunk¬ 
line  and  TLC  shall  present  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion  competent  documentation  based  on  op¬ 
erational  experience  of  this  plant  to  support 
continuation  of  or  any  proposed  change  in 
the  depreciation  rate,  and  any  change  in 
such  rate  shall  be  made  only  in  accord  with 
procedures  approved  by  the  Commission. 

.11.  Trunkline  and  TLC  shall  not  Include  in 
gas  rates  any  charges  arising  from  accelera¬ 
tion  of  any  cost  without  specific  Commission 
approval. 

12.  Reports  on  the  status  of  this  LNG  im¬ 
port  program,  outlining  the  progress  of  con¬ 
struction  of  the  components  of  this  project, 
the  cost  of  such  construction  in  contrast  to 
projected  co6ts,  the  effect  of  any  cost  changes 
in  the  cost  of  regasified  LNG  to  gas  users, 
the  quantity  of  gas  Imported,  and  other  sub¬ 
stantive  information  outlining  the  effective¬ 
ness  of  this  program,  shall  be  submitted  to 
the  Commission  semiannually,  45  days  after 
each  period  ending  June  30,  and  December 
31. 

In  response  to  a  request  by  the  Energy 
In  response  to  a  request  by  the  Energy 
Resources  Council  ( ERC  > 6  that  the  Com¬ 
mission  adopt  a  “contingency  planning 
policy”  to  “assure  non-curtailable  sup¬ 
ply  continuity”  to  high  priority  users  in 
the  event  of  an  LNG  import  supply  cut¬ 
off  for  any  reason,  the  Judge  established 
the  following  condition : 

6.  Within  six  months  of  the  effective  date 
of  this  Decision,  Trunkline  will  submit  a 
detailed,  written  compilation  and  evaluation 
of  its  own  and  its  customers'  gas  reserve  ca¬ 
pabilities,  and  a  detailed  contingency  plan 
to  be  implemented  in  the  event  of  disrup¬ 
tion  of  LNG  deliveries,  including  the  follow¬ 
ing: 

a.  Existing  gas  reserve  capabilities; 

b.  Gas  reserve  capabilities  which  are  either 
presently  being  constructed  or  presently 
being  developed,  with  estimated  availability 
dates; 

c.  Estimates  of  the  percentage.of  each  cus¬ 
tomer's  needs  which  will  be  met  by  reserve 
capabilities;  and 

d.  The  feasibility  of  the  use  of  cushion  gas 
reserves  to  replace  gas  from  LNG. 

(I  D.,  p.  56) 

The  Judge  also  established  detailed  en¬ 
vironmental  and  safety  conditions  de¬ 
signed  to  maximize  the  safety  of  the 
project  and  to  minimize  the  adverse  en¬ 
vironmental  consequences  of  the  project, 
particularly  the  required  construction  in 
the  United  States  phase  of  the  project. 
These  conditions  were  based  upon  his 
conclusion  (I.D.,  p.  29)  that  the  project, 
with  the  conditions  urged  by  Staff  and 
adopted  by  Trunkline : 

•  •  •  will  have  minimal  effect  on  the  en¬ 
vironment  and  does  not  pose  risks  in  excess 
of  those  deemed  acceptable  for  a  project  of 
this  complexity.  Further,  Staff  and  Trunkline 
have  recommended  safeguards  designed  to 
minimize  risks  and  increase  safety,  and  im¬ 
plementation  of  these  safeguards  will  be  re¬ 
quired  in  the  Order  below.  (I.D.,  p.  29)* 


*This  Council  was  established  by  Congress 
for  the  purpose  of  inter  alia,  coordinating 
energy  policy  among  Federal  agencies.  Briefs 
on  behalf  qf  ERC  were  filed  by  the  Federal 
Energy  Administration  (FEA). 

•His  conclusion  was  based  upon  the  de¬ 
tailed  discussion  of  the  environmental  and 
safety  aspects  of  the  project  on  pages  9-16 
of  the  Initial  Decision. 
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The  Presiding  Judge  also  found  that 
the  record  demonstrated  that  Algeria  has 
ample  gas  reserves  to  meet  its  contrac¬ 
tual  commitments  to  Panhandle  in  the 
instant  case,  as  well  as  other  commit¬ 
ments  for  the  sale  of  Algerian  gas  re¬ 
serves.  (I.D.,  p.20)  Furthermore,  the 
Judge  found  that  the  reliability  of  the 
LNG  gas  supply  was  high  and  that  pre¬ 
vious  interruptions  of  LNG  supply  were 
due  to  technical,  not  political  (i.e., 
OPEC-related)  reasons.  Furthermore,  he 
found,  inter  alia,  that  Algeria  has  a  high 
“financial  stake  in,  the  project”  which 
enhanced  the  reliability.  The  Presiding 
Judge  also  noted  that  the  Department  of 
State  concurred  in  his  conclusion  (I.D., 
p.29) . 

The  Presiding  Judge  also  found  that 
the  program  was  feasible  from  a  finan¬ 
cial  standpoint  (with  an  estimated  $3.37 
per  Mcf  initial  rate  at  Trunkline's 
existing  pipeline  system)  (I.D.,  pp.31-32 > 
as  well  as  feasible  from  an  engineering 
standpoint  (I.D.,  pp.33-34) .  Furthermore, 
he  notes  that  by  1984,  Trunkline  will  be 
required  to  rely  on  imported  LNG  for  ap¬ 
proximately  one-half  of  its  total  supply  : 
and,  even  then,  it  will  be  able  to  serve 
only  75  percent  of  its  priority  One  Cus¬ 
tomers  with  no  gas  available  for  lower 
priorities."  He  also  refused  to  adopt  the 
ERC  suggested  condition  of  limiting  all 
LNG  imports  from  one  nation  to  0.8  to 
.1.0  Tcf  of  gas  per  year.  (I.D.,  p.3) 

The  Presiding  Judge  found  the  esti¬ 
mated  delivery  cost  of  $3.37  per  Mcf  at 
Trunkline’s  now  existing  pipeline  sys¬ 
tem  as  reasonable  compared  with  alter¬ 
natives  such  as  coal  gas  ($5  per  Mcf), 
new  domestic  gas  from  post  1-1-76  wells 
($1.45  per  Mcf  per  Opinion  Nos.  770  and 
770-A)  and  recent  sales  of  emergency 
gas  (as  high  as  $2.34  per  Mcf). 

As  a  result  of  the  above,  as  well  as  the 
remaining  discussion  in  his  Initial  De¬ 
cision,  the  Presiding  Judge  conditionally 
approved  the  applications  for  the  proj¬ 
ect. 

III.  Positions  of  the  Parties  in  Briefs 

on  Exceptions  and  Briefs  Opposing 

Exceptions  to  the  Presiding  Judge’s 

Decision 

On  March  21,  1977,  Briefs  On  Excep¬ 
tions  to  the  Initial  Decision  were  filed  by 
ERC,  Staff  and  Trunkline  and  Trunk¬ 
line  LNG,  Briefs  Opposing  Exceptions 
were  filed  on  March  31.  1977,  by  El  Paso 
Algeria  Corporation.  Staff.  Trunkline  and 
Trunkline  LNG.  MRT  and  on  April  1, 
1977,  by  Indiana  Gas  Company, 

Staff,  in  its  Brief  On  Exceptions,  states 
that  it  takes  no  position  as  to  whether  or 
not  the  project  should  be  certificated,  but 
rather  recommends  conditions  that 
should  be  attached  in  the  event  the 


i  In  1980,  the  LNG  wUl  constitute  approxi¬ 
mately  10  percent  of  Panhandle's  supply  (Ex 
60) ,  7  percent  of  MRT’s  supply  (Tr.  1 5/4088) . 
and  16  percent  of  Consumer  Gas’  supply 
(Ex.  83) . 

•After  1984,  the  gas  will  be  used  to  ex¬ 
clusively  supply  Panhandle's  Priority  1  cus¬ 
tomers  (Ex.  61).  In  1980.  it  will  be  used  on 
the  MRT  system  to  supply  "Step  5".  resale 
firm  customers  with  alternate  fuel  capability 
and  priorities  higher  than  Step  5. 


0,  1977 


NOTICES 


23635 


Commission  decides  to  certificate  the 
project.  While  Staff  is  satisfied  with  cer¬ 
tain  of  the  conditions  imposed  by  the 
Presiding  Judge,  it  urges  further  condi¬ 
tions  and  modifications  as  set  forth  be¬ 
low. 

Staff  urges  the  Commission  to  condi¬ 
tion  the  certification  of  the  project  to  re¬ 
quire  elimination  of  the  two  provisions 
of  Panhandle-Sonatrach  sale  and  pur¬ 
chase  contract  (Ex.  69)  which  permit, 
respectively,  renegotiation  (Article 
XXIV)  of  the  minimum  price  of  $1.30 
per  MMbtu  (subject  to  changes  in  cur¬ 
rency  values)  set  forth  in  Article  VOT(3) 
and  which  permit  automatic  escalations 
in  the  minimum  price  in  direct  relation 
to  the  escalation  of  the  price  of  No.  2  and 
No.  6  fuel  oil  (Article  VHI(2)).  Staff 
argues  that  these  provisions  violate  the 
natural  Gas  Act  which  requires  rate  in¬ 
creases  to  be  cost  based*  Staff  argues 
that  to  permit  such  escalation  provisions 
would  further  enhance  the  control  of  the 
OPEC  Nations  over  the  energy  supplies 
of  the  United  States.  ' 

Staff  urges  that  the  Commission  mod¬ 
ify  the  Judge’s  decision  to  require  the 
filing  within  60  days  of  the  date  of  the 
instant  order  of  Sonatrach’s  final  financ¬ 
ing  arrangements  for  the  Algerian  facil¬ 
ities  involved  in  this  project. 

Staff  also  argues  that  the  Judge  should 
have  required  cost  substantiation  for  the 
currently  estimated  cost  of  shipping  the 
LNG  by  Lachmar  and  Sonatrach  as  well 
as  substantiation  of  any  increases  in  the 
costs  of  shipping  the  LNG.  With  respect 
to  Lachmar,  Staff  argues  that  if  the  ships 
cannot  be  placed  into  service  on  time, 
the  costs  incurred  may  be  capitalized  and 
passed  on  to  the  consumer.  Furthermore, 
Staff  argues  that  all  costs  incurred  dur¬ 
ing  the  second  year  due  to  nonvessel 
force  majeure  may  also  be  capitalized 
and  passed  on  to  Trunkline  LNG  and 
eventually  to  the  ultimate  consumer. 
Thus,  Staff  argues  that  the  Lachmar  base 
rate  is  excessive  because  the  risks  set 
forth  above  do  not  Justify  a  rate  which 
Staff  argues  is  10  percent  above  the  time 
charter  rate.  Staff  states  that  the  real 
risk  is  that  of  a  late  start-up  (which  is 
borne  by  the  consumer)  which  offsets 
the  risk  of  nonvessel  force  majeure  as¬ 
sumed  by  Lachmar  for  years  1,  3  and  4 
and  does  not  justify  the  10  percent  above 
time  charter  excess.  Staff  cites  the  pre¬ 
vious  history  of  LNG  start-ups  as  sup¬ 
port  for  its  prediction  of  a  late  start-up. 
Accordingly,  Staff  recommends  that  the 
Commission  condition  the  certificate  to 
require  Lachmar  or  Trunkline  after 
financing  to  provide  the  Commission  with 
justification  of  this  allegedly  higher  rate. 
Staff  also  states  that  the  Lachmar  base 
rate  costs  are  out  of  date  and  that  the 
17.5  percent  rate  of  return  on  equity 
ceiling  imposed  by  the  Presiding  Judge 
on  Lachmar  is  arbitrary,  and  without 
record  support  and  that  the  issue  should 
be  decided  in  a  hearing. 


•  Staff  cites.  Inter  alia,  Columbia  LNG,  et 
al„  Opinion  No.  622-A,  48  FPC  723,  727  ( 1972) 
and  Pacific  Gas  Transmission  v.  FPC, 
538  F.2d  393  (DC.  Clrc.  1976);  cert  denied 
December  6,  1976.  45  U.S.L.W.  3416.  as  sup¬ 
port  for  Its  argument. 


.  With  regard  to  Sonatrach’s  shipping 
rates,10  the  Commission  is  also  urged  to 
require  cost  justification  therefor.  Fur¬ 
thermore,  Staff  argues  that  cost  justifi¬ 
cation  should  be  required  for  any  rate 
adjustments  under  the  “cost  overrun” 
and  “delay  in  start-up”  escalators  in  the 
Sonatrach  and  Lachmar  shipping  con¬ 
tracts. 

With  respect  to  Trunkline  LNG’s  cost- 
of -service  tariff  governing  sale  of  the 
regasified  LNG  to  Trunkline  (Ex.  66), 
Staff  argues  that  the  minimum  bill  pro¬ 
vision  in  Section  12.02D  of  the  tariff  be 
amended  to  provide  that  during  periods 
of  interruption.  Trunkline  LNG  would 
recover  its  embedded  debt  costs  but  not 
any  return  on  equity  or  the  recovery  of 
any  equity  investment  through  deprecia¬ 
tion."  Staff  also  argues  that  the  mini¬ 
mum  bill  provision  in  Section  12.02B  of 
the  tariff  be  amended  to  provide  for  loss 
of  equity  return  in  the  event  of  project 
failure.  Staff  argues  that  this  particular 
condition  is  needed  because  of  the  am¬ 
biguity  of  the  present  language  in  the 
proposed  tariff. 

Staff  objects  to  the  language  of  the 
Judge’s  condition  number  10  (I.D.,  p.  60) 
which,  it  is  argued,  allows  Trunkline 
LNG’s  tariff  (Section  12.02B)  to  provide 
for  a  5  percent  depreciation  rate  subject 
to  yearly  redetermination.  All  the  Judge 
requires  is  a  report  in  5  years  substan¬ 
tiating  any  changes  in  the  rate.  Staff 
argues  that  the  “unacceptable”  language 
in  the  tariff  should  be  eliminated  and 
that  Trunkline  LNG  be  required  to  fol¬ 
low  “conventional”  procedures  in  seeking 
a  change  in  the  depreciation  rate;  a  pro¬ 
cedure  Staff  says  Trunkline  LNG  has 
agreed  to  in  its  Reply  Brief. 

Staff  also  urges  the  Commission  to 
reverse  the  Judge’s  decision  to  request 
(rather  than  require)  Trunkline  LNG  to 
submit  new  accounts  for  tracking  costs 
associated  with  its  LNG  facilities.  Staff 
states  that  Trunkline  LNG  has  no  ob¬ 
jection  to  such  a  condition.  Staff  also 
urges  the  Commission  to  adopt  a  fixed 
debt  to  equity  capitalization  ratio  for 
Trunkline  LNG,  a  proposal  it  alleges  the 
Presiding  Judge  ignored  in  his  initial 
decision. 

Furthermore,  Staff  restates  its  support 
for  a  return  on  equity  ceiling  in  Trunk¬ 
line  LNG’s  tariff  of  14.50  percent  in  the 
event  of  incremental  pricing  (or  13.00 
percent  in  the  event  of  rolled-in  pric¬ 
ing).  Staff  opposes  the  rate  of  return 
ceiling  of  14  percent  on  equity  and  9.5 
percent  overall  imposed  by  the  Presiding 
Judge  on  Trunkline  LNG,  in  conjunc¬ 
tion  with  rolled-in  pricing,  as  being  ex¬ 
cessive.  Staff  states  that  the  Judge’s  re¬ 
liance  on  Opinion  No.  769"  was  mis¬ 
placed  because  the  Commission  gave 


>°See  Initial  Decision,  p.  5,  16-19,  for  a 
detailed  discussion  of  the  financing  related 
to  the  Lachmar  and  Sonatrach  shipping 
rates. 

11  Staff  again  cites  Opinion  No.  622-A,  supra 
at  730  as  well  as  Transwestern  Pipeline  Com¬ 
pany,  et  al.,  Opinion  No.  728-A,  Issued  No¬ 
vember  21,  1975,  In  Docket  No.  CP73-211  at 
mlmeo,  p.  4. 

“Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Co.,  et  al., _ 

FPC - Issued  July  9,  1978,  in  Docket  No. 

RP73-113. 


Tennessee  13.75  percent  return  on  equity 
based  upon  Tennessee’s  need  to  explore 
for  and  develop  new  sources  of  natural 
gas.  a  factor  not  applicable  to  Trunkline 
LNG.  Furthermore,  Staff  states  that  the 
Judge  ignored  Staff  Witness  Adelman’s 
recommendation  of  13  percent  on  equity 
for  rolled-in  pricing  and  14.5  percent  for 
incremental  pricing  based  upon,  inter 
alia,  his  testimony  to  the  effect  that  al¬ 
though  Trunkline  LNG  has  a  higher  risk 
than  a  pipeline  company  such  as  Tennes¬ 
see.  that  risk  is  more  than  offset  by 
Trunkline  LNG’s  “all  events”  cost-of- 
service  tariff. 

Staff  challenges  the  Judge’s  adoption 
of  rolled -ifi  pricing  in  lieu  of  Staff’s  rec¬ 
ommended  incremental  pricing.  Staff 
argues,  inter  alia,  that  rolled-in  pricing 
Insulates  the  LNG  from  the  test  of  the 
marketplace  by  averaging  its  cost  in 
with  lower  cost  domestic  gas,  that  it 
gives  consumers  “incorrect”  economic 
signals  as  to  the  true  cost  of  LNG.  and 
it  precludes  state  commissions  from  in¬ 
crementally  pricing  LNG  if  they  so 
choose.  Staff  states  that  rolled-in  pric¬ 
ing  is  only  proper  when  the  price  of  the 
new  gas  supply  does  not  significantly 
differ  in  price  from  the  older  flowing  gas 
supply.  Staff  argues  that  the  fact  cited  by 
the  Judge  that  LNG  will  constitute  ap¬ 
proximately  one-half  of  Trunkline’s  gas 
supply  by  the  mid-1980’s  is  not  an  argu¬ 
ment  against  incremental  pricing.  Staff 
also  states  that  the  Judge’s  statement 
that  incremental  pricing  may  cause  pur¬ 
chasers  to  switch  to  oil  (a  larger  part  of 
which  is  supplied  by  OPEC  Nations)  is 
unsupported  by  the  record.  Accordingly, 
Staff  urges  the  Commission  to  reverse 
the  Judge  and  adopt  incremental  pric¬ 
ing  for  LNG. 

Staff  sets  forth  several  suggestions  as 
to  the  contingency  plan  conditions. 
Staff  also  argues  that  the  environmental 
data  conditions  (7d  through  7g)  should 
be  amended  to  reflect  the  Staff  language 
in  the  FEIS  recommendations  4  and  7, 
respectivelv,  and  that  the  work  “com¬ 
pletion”  in  condition  7r  should  be 
changed  to  “commencement”. 

Trunkline  LNG  states  that  it  will  ac¬ 
cept  the  environmental  conditions  as  set 
forth  in  the  Initial  Decision  and  will  ac¬ 
cept  the  Judge’s  ceiling  of  14  percent 
return  on  equity  for  Trunkline  LNG  if 
“no  new  adverse  conditions”  are  added 
bv  the  Commission.  Trunkline  LNG 
states  that,  in  the  interests  of  expedit¬ 
ing  approval  for  the  project,  it  is  limit¬ 
ing  its  objections  to  the  Judge’s  decision 
to  the  conditions  imposed  by  the  Judge 
on  the  Lachmar  shipping  contract.  Spe¬ 
cifically,  Trunkline  LNG  objects  to  the 
Judge’s  number  2  condition  which  speci¬ 
fies  that  Lachmar ’s  return  on  equity  can¬ 
not  exceed  17.5  percent  for  any  two-year 
period.  Trunkline  LNG  argues  (1)  that 
the  Commission  has  no  jurisdiction  over 
LNG  shipping  firms":  (2)  the  FPC  has 
no  means,  of  adjusting  the  Lachmar 
rates;  and  (3)  in  anv  event,  Lachmar 
has  sufficient  risk  to  Justify  the  returns 


“Citing  Docket  No.  R-377.  49  FPC  1078 
(1973)  and  Pacific  Indonesia  LNG  Company, 

et  al.. _ FPC _ Issued  April  2,  1976.  In 

Docket  No.  CP74-160,  et  al. 
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of  from  16.6  percent  In  the  first  year  to 
19.5  percent  in  the  fifth  year  because  it 
has  the  risk  of  failure  of  its  project  in 
the  event  LNG  is  not  delivered  and  the 
non  vessel  force  majeure  risk  (including 
risk  due  to  political  force  majeure)  risk 
for  years  1, 3  and  4. 

ERC’s  Brief  on  Exceptions  states  that 
although  the  Presiding  Judge  referred 
to  its  proposed  limit  of  0.8  to  1.0  Tcf  of 
imported  LNG  per  year  from  any  one 
country,  the  Judge  did  not  specifically 
adopt  the  limit  because  the  instant 
Trunkline  LNG  project  plus  the  previ¬ 
ously  approved  projects  involving  im¬ 
portation  of  Algerian  LNG  do  not  ex¬ 
ceed  ERC’s  proposed  limit.  ERC  argues 
that  the  Judge  should  have  adopted  the 
ERC  proposal  as  a  firm  ceiling. 

ERC  also  criticizes  the  Presiding 
Judge’s  Condition  #  6  dealing  with  con¬ 
tingency  planning  because  it  does  not 
contain  the  following  three  elements 
which  ERC  considers  crucial : 

(1)  Noncurtallable  supply  continuity  for 
high  priority  customers  at  the  burner  tip. 

(2)  for  five  consecutive  months  peak  use 
on  the  system  •  •  •. 

(3)  in  the  form  of  a  definite  plan  pre¬ 
scribing  specific  actions  to  be  taken. 

ERC  requests  the  Commission  to  re¬ 
quire  Trunkline  LNG  to  file  a  plan  con¬ 
taining  the  above  three  items. 

Staff,  in  its  Brief  Opposing  Exceptions, 
argues  that  the  15  percent  return  on 
equity  proposed  by  Trunkline  LNG  for 
its  tariff  is  excessive  and  that,  if  any¬ 
thing,  the  Judge’s  14  percent  return  on 
equity  ceiling  should  not  be  raised  but 
lowered.  Furthermore,  Staff  argues  that 
no  party  has  justified  raising  the  Judge's 
Lachmar  return  on  equity  ceiling  of  17.5 
percent  and  Staff  repeats  its  discussion 
to  the  effect  that  the  rate  might  have  to 
be  lowered. 

Staff  opposes  the  ERC  proposal  to 
adopt  its  0.8  to  1.0  Tcf  LNG  ceiling  in 
this  case  because  the  issue  is  not  ripe  for 
decision  in  the  instant  proceeding.  Staff 
argues,  however,  that  more  information 
may  be  necessary  for  formulating  the 
contingency  plan. 

Trunkline  LNG  in  its  Brief  Opposing 
Exceptions  supports  the  Judge’s  rejec¬ 
tion  of  Staff’s  13  percent  return  on 
equity  ceiling  for  Trunkline  LNG  and 
argues  that  Opinion  No.  769  is  applica¬ 
ble  because  therein  the  Commission  em¬ 
phasizes  the  importance  of  the  capital 
attraction  test  as  well  as  the  comparable 
earnings  test  of  the  “Hope’’  and  “Blue- 
field”  cases.  Trunkline  LNG  also  sup¬ 
port  the  Judge’s  decision  to  use  rolled-in 
pricing  arguing  that  the  Staff’s  objec¬ 
tions  thereto  are  not  relevant  to  the  con¬ 
ditions  as  they  exist  and  will  exist  on  the 
Trunkline  system.  Trunkline  LNG  also 
argues  that  Staff’s  objections  to  the  lan¬ 
guage  of  certain  of  the  Judge’s  cost  and 
rate  conditions  are  without  merit  and 
merely  exalt  from  over  substance. 

Trunkline  LNG  also  argues  that  the 
Staff’s  proposed  conditions  to  Pan- 
handle-Sonatrach  gas  purchase  contract 
are  unjust  and  would  impair  the  finan¬ 
cial  viability  of  the  project.  It  argues 
that  the  fuel  oil  escalator  is  a  reason¬ 
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able  index  of  costs  and  further  that  the 
price  renegotiation  clause  only  operates 
with  the  approval  of  both  American  and 
Algerian  authorities. 

Trunkline  LNG  also  opposes  Staff’s 
condition  requiring  downward  adjust¬ 
ment  in  Trunkline  LNG’s  return  on 
equity  in  the  event  its  deliveries  fall 
below  420,000  Mcf/day,  a  figure  said  to 
represent  100  percent  load  factor  opera¬ 
tions.  TLC  argues  that  the  condition  is 
arbitrary,  unjustified  and  would  ad¬ 
versely  affect  the  financial  viability  of 
the  project.  Also,  it  argues  that  the  pro¬ 
vision  would  impose  a  penalty  with  no 
rational  relationship  to  the  interruption 
of  service  which  triggers  it.  Trunkline 
LNG  also  argues  for  rejection  of  Staff's 
cost  substantiation  proposal  relating  to 
the  Lachmar  and  Sonatrach  shipping 
rates  and  for  the  substitution  of  the 
Judge’s  proposal  on  this  issue.14 

Trunkline  LNG  argues  that  there  is  no 
issue  as  to  the  contingency  plan  as  al¬ 
leged  by  ERC.  because  it  will  include  the 
three  items  requested  by  ERC.  However, 
Trunkline  LNG  does  suggest  that  the 
plan  would  be  more  efficacious  if  it  were 
filed  12  months  prior  to  the  date  of  first 
deliveries  of  LNG  and  accompanied  by 
supporting  data  developed  on  the  plan  as 
submitted.  It  contends  that  data  re¬ 
quested  by  Staff  and  the  Judge  should 
await  the  filing  of  the  contingency  plan, 
which  will  be  under  the  guidelines  out¬ 
lined  by  the  Presiding  Judge  and  ERC. 
Finally,  with  respect  to  ERC’s  proposed 
ceiling.  Trunkline  LNG  concurs  with 
Staff  in  urging  rejection  of  the  ceiling 
in  this  proceeding. 

Indiana  Gas  and  MRT  both  support 
the  Judge’s  adoption  of  rolled-in  pricing 
and  oppose  Staff's  incremental  pricing 
proposal.  MRT  also  supports  the  Judge’s 
determination  on  the  proposed  ERC  im¬ 
port  ceiling  and  on  the  contingency  plan. 
El  Paso  Algeria  also  supports  the  Judge’s 
decision  on  the  ERC  import  proposal. 

Discussion 

Based  upon  the  record  in  this  proceed¬ 
ing,  the  Commission  finds  that  the  proj¬ 
ect  proposed  by  applicants  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  should  be  approved  subject  to 
the  conditions  set  forth  below. 

The  Commission  concurs  with  and  in¬ 
corporates  by  reference  the  Presiding 
Judge’s  discussion  of  the  environmental 
and  safety  aspects  of  this  project  (ID., 
pp.  9-16,  34).  The  Commission  concurs 
with  his  conclusion  that  the  project  will 
have  a  minimal  effect  on  the  environ¬ 
ment  and  will  have  minimal  safety  risks, 
which  are  acceptable  for  a  project  of  this 
complexity.  (I.D.,  p.  29)  Furthermore, 
the  Commission  adopts  the  conditions  of 
the  Presiding  Judge  subject  to  certain 
modifications.  The  Commission  shall 
adopt  Staff’s  suggestion  to  modify  the 
Judge’s  Condition  Nos.  7d  and  7g  to  re¬ 
flect  the  language  set  forth  in  Staff’s 
FEIS  recommendations  4  and  7  in  Ex- 


14  Staff  urged  further  proceedings  to  deter¬ 
mine  the  appropriate  cost  of  the  ships.  The 
Presiding  Judge  required  a  post  hoc  report 
Justifying  any  shipping  cost  Increases. 


hibit  No.  84.  Furthermore,  the  proposed 
modification  of  the  Judge’s  Condition 
No.  7r  shall  be  adopted.1* 

The  Commission  also  adopts  and  in¬ 
corporates  by  reference  the  findings  of 
the  Presiding  Judge  concerning  the  en¬ 
gineering  feasibility  of  the  project  (ID.. 
#pp.  33-34)  for  the  reasons  stated  therein. 

Several  issues  have  been  raised  by 
Staff  as  to  the  reasonableness  of  the 
Panhandle-Sonatrach  gas  purchase  con¬ 
tract,  the  Sonatrach  and  Lachmar  ship¬ 
ping  contractual  agreements,  and 
Trunkline  LNG’s  tariff.  The  Commission 
has  reviewed  the  evidence  of  record  and 
the  Presiding  Judge’s  decision  and  has 
found  that  the  following  procedure  rep¬ 
resents  the  most  appropriate  means  for 
assuring  that  Trunkline  LNG’s  ultimate 
customers  do  not  suffer  from  excessive 
rates  and  charges.  Based  upon  the  dis¬ 
cussion  in  the  Presiding  Judge’s  decision, 
the  Commission  finds  that  an  initial  rate 
of  $3.37  per  Mcf  “  (as  conditioned  below) 
for  gas  delivered  by  Trunkline  LNG  to 
Trunkline  at  Trunkline’s  now  existing 
pipeline  system  is  in  the  public  conven¬ 
ience  and  necessity.  However,  the  Com¬ 
mission  is  aware  that  an  appropriate 
means  must  be  provided  to  permit  up¬ 
ward  and  downward  adjustments  in  the 
rates  charged  by  Trunkline  LNG  to 
Trunkline  to  reflect,  inter  alia,  changes 
in  prudently  incurred  costs  from  the 
operations  of  Trunkline  LNG,  Sonatrach 
and  Lachmar  shipping,  and  Sonatrach’s 
operations  in  Algeria.  Accordingly,  the 
Commission  shall  require  Trunkline  LNG 
to  file  a  tariff  for  the  resale  of  regasified 
LNG  at  Trunkline’s  existing  pipeline  sys¬ 
tem  reflecting  an  initial  rate  of  (3.37 
subject  to  an  adjustment  provision  dis¬ 
cussed  hereafter.  Any  change  in  that 
rate  will  necessitate  Trunkline  LNG 
making  a  filing  under  section  4  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  and  S  154.63  of  the  reg¬ 
ulations  showing  the  prudency  and  rea¬ 
sonableness  of  any  Increased  co6t  during 
any  phase  of  the  delivery  of  the  gas  from 
the  Algerian  wells  to  Trunkline’s  existing 
pipeline  system.  Our  action  to  the  costs 
of  the  Algerian  phase  of  the  operation 
is  consistent  with  our  decision  to  elimi¬ 
nate  Pacific  Gas  Transmission  (POT) 
Company’s  cost-of -service  tariff  which 
permitted  automatic  rate  adjustments 
to  reflect  changes  in  the  costs,  including 
the  cost  of  purchased  gas  mandated  by 
Canadian  officials.  The  Court  affirmed 
the  Commission’s  action  stating  that  to 
continue  to  permit  PGT  to  use  a  cost-of- 
servicc  tariff: 

•  •  •  would  be  an  abdication  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  statutory  duty,  making  it  a  rubber 
stamp  for  Canadian  authority,  and  Inevi¬ 
tably  subjecting  gas  consumers  to  unjust  and 
unreasonable  rates  fixed  by  the  Canadian 
authority.  Ipse  dlxlt.1T 


“No  parties  object  to  these  proposed 
changes  by  Staff. 

“This  figure  reflects  the  following  cost  es¬ 
timates  :  Cost  at  Algerian  Ports,  $1.47  per 
Mcf  plus  Shipping  Cost  of  $1.37  per  Mcf  plus 
Trunkline  LNG  Cost  of  $.59  per  Mcf  plus 
transportation  over  new  Trunkline  Gas  pipe¬ 
line  of  $.04  per  Mcf  (I.D.  pp.  6-8,  37-40). 

“Pacific  Gas  Transmission  Company  v. 
F.P.C.,  636  P.  2d  393  (D.C.  Clr  1976):  cert, 
denied,  December  6.  1976,  45  U.S.L.W.  3416. 
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With  regard  to  the  review  of  costs  in  the 
shipping  phase  of  a  project,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  recently  stated  its  policy  as  follows: 

Accordingly,  the  form  of  our  control  over 
the  price  charged  by  the  Importer  was  to  ex¬ 
amine  original  cost  estimates  for  reasonable¬ 
ness,  and  then  to  require  that  any  applica¬ 
tion  for  a  price  Increase  be  substantiated  by 
actual  costs  Incurred.  Our  Intention  In  ex¬ 
amining  original  cost  estimates  was  to  do  so 
In  terms  of  Insuring  that  only  those  costs 
which  were  prudently  Incurred  by  the  partici¬ 
pant  companies  should  be  passed  on  to  the 
consumers  of  natural  gas  In  Interstate  com¬ 
merce.  nils  means  that  the  record  should 
be  developed  to  Indicate  that  the  shipping 
rate  Involved  here  Is  reasonable  when  con¬ 
sidered  In  the  context  of  the  customs  and 
practices  of  the  shipping  Industry.  If  the 
rate  paid  here  is  comparable  with  rates 
charged  for  the  same  or  similar  services  by 
this  or  any  other  shipping  company,  our  In¬ 
vestigation  as  to  this  Item  would  be  at  an 
end.  We  do  not  Intend  to  explore  the  meth¬ 
odology  of  developing  a  shipping  rate,  nor  do 
we  Intend  to  require  detailed  cost  and  finan¬ 
cial  evidence  relating  to  the  shipping  com¬ 
pany.” 

The  Commission  is  aware  of  the  fact 
that  the  shipping  costs  (among  others) 
underlying  the  $3.37  per  Mcf  estimate 
may  escalate  as  ship  construction  pro¬ 
gresses.  However,  the  Commission  will 
have  ample  opportunity  to  examine  any 
increased  costs  for  prudency  in  future 
filings  for  rate  adjustments  to  be  made 
by  Trunkline  LNG. 

Consistent  with  the  above,  the  Com¬ 
mission  shall  reject  Trunkline  LNG’s  pro¬ 
posed  cost-of -service  tariff However, 
the  Commission  finds  that  rate  adjust¬ 
ments  should  be  permitted  without  the 
necessity  of  a  full  section  4  rate  filing  to 
reflect  rate  changes  triggered  by  the  cur¬ 
rency  adjustment  provision  in  the  Pan- 
handle-Sonatrach  gas  purchase  con¬ 
tract.® 

With  regard  to  the  minimum  bill  pro¬ 
vision  relating  to  service  interruptions 
proposed  by  Trunkline  LNG.  as  well  as 
the  proposal  made  by  Staff  limiting 
Trunkline’s  proposal,  we  find  that,  based 
upon  the  record  in  this  proceeding,  the 
Commission  should  adopt  a  minimum  bill 
for  periods  of  service  interruptions  which 
would  permit  Trunkline  LNG  to  recover 
its  nonequity  related  fixed  costs.51  This 
provision  is  necessary  in  order  to  ensure 
flnanceability  of  the  project. 

These  fixed  costs  to  be  recovered  un¬ 
der  the  provision  are  inter  alia  those  re¬ 
lated  to  debt,  taxes,  and  fixed  operating 
and  maintenance  expenses.  Stockholders 
of  Trunkline  LNG,  however,  would  not 
be  permitted  during  any  period  of  partial 
or  total  nondelivery  to  recover  a  return 
on  equity  or  return  of  equity  (through 
depreciation  expense  or  otherwise)  on 
that  portion  of  contract  volumes  not  de¬ 
livered. 


”  Pacific  Indonesia  LNG  Cb,  et  al., _ 

PPC - -  Issued  April  a,  1978,  In  Docket 

No.  OP74-880,  et  al. 

”  Compare:  Columbia  LNG,  Opinion  No. 
622 -A,  48  PPC  723.  at  728  (1972). 

*  No  parties,  including  Staff,  object  to  this 
provision. 

"  See  TT.  17/2210-2211.  Testimony  of  Staff 
Witness  Adel  man 


As  the  Commission  stated  in  Opinion 
No.  622-A,  48  PPC  723  at  730: 

Such  tariff  provisions  are  required  by  the 
public  conveniences  and  necessity  as  an  equi¬ 
table  apportionment  of  the  risk  between  cus¬ 
tomer  and  stockholder  and  In  order  to  as¬ 
sure  the  financing  of  the  project  on  reason¬ 
able  terms  to  the  consumer. 

Accordingly,  the  tariff,  rate  schedule 
and  service  agreements  to  be  filed  by 
Trunkline  LNG  and  Trunkline  Gas 
Company  shall  include  the  following 
minimum  bill  provision: 

In  the  event  that  Seller  is  unable  to  de¬ 
liver  100  percent  of  the  gas  contracted 
for  by  buyer  during  any  period  exceed¬ 
ing  one  day,  Buyer  shall  reimburse  Seller 
not  only  for  volumes  delivered,  but  also 
for  contract  volumes  not  delivered,  such 
that  Seller  will  recover  on  the  nonde-  % 
livered  volumes  an  apportioned  share  of 
Sellers  nonequity-related  fixed  expenses 
incurred  during  such  period,  limited  to 
the  following: 

(a)  Operating  and  maintenance  expenses: 

(b)  Taxes  payable; 

(c)  Interest  expense  based  on  that  portion 
of  Seller's  then  existing  debt  which  was  in¬ 
curred  for  the  construction  of  the  LNG  and 
related  facilities; 

(d)  The  requirements  for  repayment  of 
such  debt;  and 

(e)  Amounts,  if  any,  Seller  shall  be  ob¬ 
ligated  to  pay  suppliers  arising  from  Buyer's 
failure  to  accept  deliveries  from  Seller. 

Provided,  however,  That  Buyer's  obligation 
to  pay  for  nondell vered  amounts  shall  not 
extend  beyond  the  time  at  which  Seller.  If  It 
Is  the  party  claiming  force  majeure,  could 
have  remedied  the  cause  In  an  adequate 
manner  with  all  reasonable  dispatch  In  or¬ 
der  to  resume  deliveries  to  Buyer. 

With  respect  to  the  issue  of  who  bears 
the  costs  of  project  failure,  the  Com¬ 
mission  concurs  with  Staff  that  Trunk¬ 
line  LNG  should  be  precluded  from  au¬ 
tomatically  recovering  any  costs  after  the 
time  of  project  failure  absent  an  appro¬ 
priate  filing  by  Trunkline  LNG  with  the 
Commission  to  amortize  the  remaining 
costs  of  the  project  to  its  cost  of  service 
over  a  five-year  period,  or  such  other  pe¬ 
riod  as  the  Commission  may  deem  ap¬ 
propriate. 

Consistent  with  the  above.  Trunkline 
LNG’s  revised  tariff  shall  provide  for  re¬ 
sale  of  the  regasifled  LNG  at  Trunkline's 
now  existing  pipeline  at  a  volumetric 
rate  not  to  exceed  $3.37  per  Mcf,  subject 
to  currency  adjustments  and  the  mini¬ 
mum  bill  provision,  or  such  other  rate 
as  Trunkline  LNG  may  charge  pursuant 
to  appropriate  procedures  under  sections 
4  and  5  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  as  pre¬ 
viously  discussed  herein. 

With  regard  to  the  issue  of  rolled-in 
versus  incremental  pricing,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  finds,  based  upon  the  evidence  in 
this  proceeding,  that  the  incremental 
method  is  appropriate.  As  noted  in  “Co¬ 
lumbia  LNG  Corporation,  et  al..”  Opin¬ 
ion  No.  786  - FPC _ _  issued  Janu¬ 

ary  21,  1977,  in  Docket  No.  CP71-68,  et 
al.,  the  decision  whether  or  not  to  incre¬ 
mentally  price  supplemental  sources  of 
gas  such  as  imported  LNG  must  be  de¬ 
cided  on  a  case-by-case  basis.  Based 
upon  the  evidence  of  record  in  this  pro¬ 


ceeding.  the  Commission  finds  that  the 
incremental  method  using  separate  rate 
schedules  is  the  correct  method. 

At  the  outset,  we  note  that  the  instant 
case  is  different  from  the  “Columbia" 
case  where  rolled-in  pricing  was  adopted 
for  imported  LNG.  There,  it  was  found 
that  the  initial  price  of  the  LNG  and 
other  system  supply,  especially  new 
domestic  gas  subject  to  Opinion  Nos.  770 
and  770-A,  were  comparable  (mimeo  p. 
15).  Rolling  the  cost  of  LNG  into  the 
rates  of  the  three  pipelines  systems  in¬ 
volved  in  the  “Columbia”  case  was  esti¬ 
mated  to  cause  increases  in  the  unit  cost 
of  gas  as  follows  for  the  first  full  year  of 
operation:  (mimeo,  p.  11). 

Columbia  Gas  9.5<  per  MMbtu 

Consolidated  Gas  17.551  per  MMbtu 

Southern  Natural  13.3<  per  MMbtu 

For  the  Trunkline  Gas  Company  sys¬ 
tem.  the  comparable  figures  for  the  first 
3  years  of  operation  were  estimated  to  be: 

Year:  Dollars 

First  _ _ _ _ _ _  .  57 

Second _ _ .63 

Third . . .67 

The  estimated  cost  per  MMbtu  of  LNG 
delivered  at  Trunkline’s  now  existing  sys¬ 
tem  in  the  first  year  is  $3.37  per  MMbtu. 
By  contrast,  the  comparable  prices  in  the 
Columbia  case  were  $1.66  per  MMbtu  for 
Columbia,  $1.81  for  Consolidated,  and 
$1.71  for  Southern  (Columbia,  supra  p. 
11). 

The  price  of  new  domestic  gas  under 
Opinion  Nos.  770  and  770-A  is  now  $1.45 
per  Mcf  "  and  at  the  current  rate  of  ad¬ 
justment  would  escalate  by  the  end  of 
1989  to  approximately  $1.60  per  Mcf.  The 
record  also  indicates  that  Trunkline’s 
cost  of  domestic  gas  in  1980  will  be  in  the 
range  of  $1.75  per  Mcf.  (IJ>.  p.  29) 

Although  the  rolled -in  method  has 
been  generally  favored  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion,®  one  of  the  prerequisites  for  its  use 
in  connection  with  new  supplemental 
supplies  is  that  the  price  of  these  supplies 
must  be  reasonably  comparable  to  the 
price  of  existing  supplies  of  natural  gas 
available  to  the  pipeline.  As  indicated 
above,  the  price  comparability  test  has 
not  been  met  in  this  proceeding.  Refer¬ 
ences  by  the  Presiding  Judge  to  the  price 
of  coal  gas  (I.D.  p.  37)  as  well  as  to  emer- 
gencv  and  peaking  service  sales  (II>.  p. 
69)  are  not  persuasive.  The  Commission 
has  not  yet  decided  the  issue  of  whether 
to  roll-in  or  incrementally  price  coal 
gas.®  Pricing  for  peaking  service  and 
emergency  sales  of  natural  gas  Is  clearly 
not  comparable  to  pricing  of  a  steady  (as 
opposed  to  ad  hoc)  supply  of  supple¬ 
mental  natural  gas  for  base  load. 

Given  the  price  differential  discussed 
above,  the  arguments  of  the  Staff  re¬ 
garding  the  propriety  of  Incremental 


“  One  Mcf  of  natural  gas  at  that  price  has 
a  heat  value  of  1  MMbtu.  Thus,  the  price  per 
Mcf  of  natural  gas  is  comparable  to  a  price 
per  MMbtu. 

**  Battle  Creek  Gas  Company  v.  ^.P.C,,  281 
F.  2d  42  (D.C.  Clr.  1960) :  Columbia,  supra, 
(mimeo  p.  13.  footnote  13). 

«  Transwestern  Pipeline  Companv,  Opinion 

No.  728  _ FPC _ Issued  April  21.  1975, 

In  Docket  No.  CP73-211  (mimeo  pp.  22-23). 
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pricing  become  particularly  relevant.  As 
Staff  Witness  Goldstein  indicated,  if  the 
cost  of  LNG  is  rolled-in  with  cheaper  old 
gas,  consumers  will  be  given  “incorrect 
signals”  regarding  the  scarcity  and 
costliness  of  supplemental  gas  supplies. 
“Consumers  will  be  able  to  purchase 
these  suppies  for  less  than  their  cost 
of  production  and  transportation.”  Use 
of  the  incremental  method  discourages 
the  inefficient  use  of  the  gas  because 
the  LNG  will  be  subject  to  the  market 
test  of  whether  its  users  value  the  LNG 
enough  to  pay  the  true  cost  of  supplying 
them  with  this  expensive  gas.  (Tr. 
17/2287-2289)  To  allow  the  LNG  to  be 
marketed  on  a  rolled-in  basis  would,  in 
effect,  create  an  artificial  market  for  the 
imported  gas.  It  would  require  all  of 
Trunkline’s  customers  to  purchase  the 
LNG  and  absorb  its  cost,  thus  denying 
them  the  option  of  choosing  a  cheaper 
alternative  that  may  be  available.  To 
the  extent  that  the  LNG  is  incrementally 
priced  at  each  stage  of  its  sale  and  re¬ 
sale,  all  customers,  including  retail  cus¬ 
tomers,  are  given  the  appropriate 
economic  incentive  to  consider  its  actual 
cost  in  relation  to  the  cost  of  other 
options,  including  conservation.  Finally, 
we  view  an  incremental  pricing  require¬ 
ment  for  LNG  as  exercising  a  market 
restraint  on  future  price  escalations. 

A  necessary  complement  to  selling  the 
LNG  on  an  incremental  basis  under 
separate  rate  schedules  is  requiring  the 
LNG  to  be  excluded  from  the  system 
supply  that  is  subject  to  curtailment 
under  Trunkline’s  curtailment  plan.  As 
noted  in  Opinion  No.  786  (mimeo,  p.  12), 
this  will  encourage  the  pipelines  to  in¬ 
vest  in  supplemental  supply  projects  and 
will  enhance  the  flnanceability  of  the 
project  because  it  reduces  the  risk  that 
the  new  supply  may  be  diverted  to  others. 

Accordingly,  we  shall  require  the  LNG 
sold  by  Trunkline  Gas  to  its  customers 
to  be  sold  on  an  incremental  basis  under 
separate  schedules.  With  respect  to 
MRT  and  Panhandle,  the  Commission 
shall  take  action  at  the  appropriate  time 
in  proceedings  under  sections  4  and  5  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  to  require  that  the 
supplemental  Trunkline  LNG  gas  is  sold 
incrementally  to  their  respective  cus¬ 
tomers.  The  Commission  encourages 
state  commissions  to  require  local  dis¬ 
tribution  comoanies  such  as  Consumers 
Power  Company  to  reflect  the  incremen¬ 
tal  pricing  method,  with  the  noncurtail- 
able  provision,  for  pricing  the  LNG  to 
the  ultimate  consumers  of  natural  gas 
for  the  reasons  set  forth  in  this  Opinion. 
Thus,  if  this  is  followed,  not  only  Trunk¬ 
line’s  customers,  but  the  ultimate  con¬ 
sumers  of  the  LNG  will  be  charged  the 
true  cost  of  the  LNG  and  will  therefore 
be  able  to  make  truly  rational  consump¬ 
tion  decisions.  The  Commission  hereby 
requests  that  all  state  commissions  in 
the  states  where  there  are  consumers 
who  receive  gas  from  Trunkline  Gas 
Company  send  their  comments  on  this 
Opinion,  if  any,  to  the  Commission  with¬ 
in  30  days  of  the  date  of  issuance  of 
this  Opinion. 

With  regard  to  the  depreciation  rate 
issue,  the  Commission  agrees  with  Staff 


that  conventional  procedures  under  sec¬ 
tions  4,  5  and  9  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
should  be  followed  in  permitting  any 
increase  in  the  proposed  5  percent 
straight-line  rate.  Therefore,  the  Judge’s 
decision  shall  be  modified  to  provide 
that  Trunkline  LNG  shall  initially  use  a 
5  per  cent  straight-line  depreciation  rate 
and  may  request  a  change  therein  ac¬ 
cording  to  the  procedures  of  sections  4, 
5  and  9  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act. 

With  regard  to  the  fixed  debt-equity 
ratio  proposed  by  Staff  for  Trunkline 
LNG’s  tariff,  the  Commission  finds  that 
such  a  condition  is  not  supported  by  the 
record  herein.  Rate  of  return  for  Trunk- 
line  LNG  shall  be  determined  by  ap¬ 
propriate  proceedings  under  sections  4 
and  5  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  according 
to  the  evidence  presented  in  each  pro¬ 
ceeding 

The  modifications  to  the  contingency 
plan  to  be  filed  by  Trunkline  proposed 
by  ERC  shall  be  adopted.  However,  we 
agree  with  Trunkline  LNG  that  the  plan 
should  not  be  filed  within  60  days  of 
the  date  of  the  instant  order,  but  rather 
one  year  before  the  start-up  of  LNG 
service.  In  this  way,  more  current  and 
reliable  data  will  be  available  to  formu¬ 
late  Trunkline’s  contingency  plan.  With 
respect  to  ERC’s  country  of  origin  import 
limitation  plan,  the  ERC  filed  a  letter 
with  the  Commission  on  April  25,  1977, 
withdrawing  the  proposal  in  light  of 
President  Carter’s  April  20,  1977,  energy 
program.  Accordingly,  the  issue  is  moot 
and  requires  no  further  discussion 
herein. 

With  regard  to  the  issue  of  Trunkline 
LNG  and  the  development  of  new  ac¬ 
counts,  the  Commission  Staff  is  currently 
preparing  a  proposed  notice  of  rulemak¬ 
ing  to  govern  accounting  of  specialized 
LNG  facilities.  Accordingly,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  shall  not  adopt  the  Presiding 
Judge’s  proposed  condition  on  this  is¬ 
sue. 

The  Commission  finds.  Good  cause 
exists  to  grant  the  application  filed  in 
this  proceeding  as  hereinafter  ordered 
and  conditioned. 

The  Commission  orders.  (A)  The  ap¬ 
plications,  as  amended,  of  Trunkline 
LNG  Company  and  Trunkline  Gas  Com¬ 
pany  for:  (1)  A  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  under  section 
7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  con¬ 
struction  of  an  LNG  marine  terminal, 
LNG  plant  and  associated  facilities  in 
Calcasieu  Parish,  Louisiana  (Docket  No. 
CP74-138) ;  (2)  an  order  under  section 
3  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  authorizing 
importation  into  the  United  States  of 
gas  from  Algeria  over  a  20-year  period, 
as  outlined  herein  (Docket  No.  CP74- 
139) ;  and  (3)  a  certificate  of  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity  under  section  7 
(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  construc¬ 
tion  of  a  45 .8 -mile  gas  pipeline  exten¬ 
sion  within  Louisiana  to  connect  the 
proposed  LNG  plant  with  the  Trunkline’s 
existing  gas  pipeline  system,  are  here¬ 
by  approved  subject  to  the  following 
conditions: 

(B)  Gas  derived  from  this  LNG  im¬ 
port  project  shall  be  sold  by  Trunkline 
Gas  Company  to  its  customers  on  an  in¬ 


cremental  basis  pursuant  to  separate 
rate  schedules  or  tariffs  as  set  forth  more 
fully  in  the  body  Of  this  opinion. 

(C)  No  later  than  six  months  prior  to 
initiation  of  the  sales  and  services  au¬ 
thorized  herein,  Trunkline  LNG  shall 
submit  for  Commission  apnroval  a  tariff, 
rate  schedule  and  executed  service  agree¬ 
ment  covering  the  sales  and  services 
certificated  by  paragraph  (A),  or  result¬ 
ing  from  such  certification  and  consist¬ 
ent  with  the  terms  and  conditions  of 
this  opinion  and  order,  pursuant  to  the 
applicable  provisions  of  Part  154  of  the 
Commission’s  Regulations  under  the 
Natural  Gas  Act. 

(D)  The  tariff,  rate  schedule  and  serv¬ 
ice  agreements  in  Ordering  Paragraph 
(C)  above  shall  reflect  a  flat  volumetric 
rate  of  $3.37  per  Mcf,  subject  to  adjust¬ 
ment  to  reflect  changes  in  the  currency 
adjustment  provision  in  the  Panhandle- 
Sonatrach  contract,  and  subject  to  ad¬ 
justment  to  reflect  the  minimum  bill 
provision  for  service  interruption,  as  set 
forth  in  the  body  of  this  opinion;  which 
provision  shall  also  be  included  therein. 
The  tariff,  rate  schedule  and  service 
agreement  shall  govern  sales  of  LNG 
by  Trunkline  LNG  to  Trunkline  Gas 
Company  at  Trunkline  Gas  Company’s 
now  existing  pipeline  system. 

(E)  No  later  than  6  months  prior  to 
the  Initiation  of  service  hereunder. 
Trunkline  Gas  Company  shall  file  a 
separate  tariff  or  rate  schedule  for  sale 
the  of  LNG  gas  on  an  Incremental  basis 
pursuant  to  the  principles  set  forth  in 
this  opinion,  and  copies  of  all  service 
agreements  for  sales  of  the  LNG  gas  to 
Trunkline  Gas’  respective  customers. 

(F)  No  change  in  Trunkline  LNG’s 
initial  rate  or  the  tariff  governing  sales 
to  Trunkline  Gas  Companv  shall  be  per¬ 
mitted  except  pursuant  to  the  proce¬ 
dures  prescribed  in  sections  4,  5  and  (in 
the  case  of  depreciation  rate  of  5  per¬ 
cent)  9  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  S 
154.63  of  the  Commission’s  regulations 
under  The  Natural  Gas  Act  with  the  ex¬ 
ception  of  the  changes  in  rates  caused 
by  the  currency  adjustment  and  mini¬ 
mum  bill  provision  discussed  in  Order¬ 
ing  Paragraph  (D)  above. 

(G)  One  year  prior  to  the  commence¬ 
ment  of  LNG  deliveries  Trunkline  will 
submit  a  proposed  contingency  plan  for 
use  in  periods  of  LNG  service  interrup¬ 
tion  which  will  ensure  to  the  extent  pos¬ 
sible  noncurtailable  supply  continuity 
for  high  priority  customers  at  the  burner 
tip  for  the  five  consecutive  months  of 
peak  use  on  the  system  in  the  form  of  a 
specific  plan  describing  specific  actions 
to  be  taken.  The  plan  shall  contain  the 
following  information  as  well  as  any 
other  information  deemed  appropriate 
by  Trunkline : 

1.  A  full  accounting  of  the  storage  ca¬ 
pacity  of  Trunkline,  Panhandle  Consum¬ 
ers  and  MRT  and  all  their  customers. 
The  current  and  future  utilization  of  this 
storage  as  well  as  the  cost  of  storage 
shall  be  provided. 

2.  A  full  accounting  of  average  and 
peak  volumes  of  LNG  in  storage  at  Lake 
Charles  and  on  board  the  two  Lachmar 
ships. 
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3.  A  study  showing  the  feasibility  of 
using  cushion  gas  and  line  pack  on  the 
systems  of  Trunkline.  Panhandle.  MRT 
and  Consumers  and  all  their  customers. 

4.  A  full  accounting  of  gas  which  can 
be  saved  on  a  five-month  peak  period 
basis  using  conservation  methods.  The 
study  shall  cover  the  systems  of  Trunk¬ 
line,  Panhandle.  Consumers  and  MRT. 

5.  A  full  report  of  possible  exchanges 
among  the  customers  of  Trunkline  such 
that  high  priority  consumers  are 
protected. 

6.  Such  data  shall  be  provided  with  a 
view  providing  full  LNG  volumes  for  a 
five  month  peak  period  through  other 
alternatives. 

(H)  Safeguards-  recommended  by 
Staff’s  FEIS,  to  which  Trunkline  has 
agreed,  shall  be  implemented  as  follows: 

1.  Trunkline  shall  increase  the  pro¬ 
posed  deliverability  of  the  fire  water 
pump  system  in  order  that  both  the  fire 
hydrant  loop  system  and  the  individual 
tank  deluge  systems  would  be  able  to  op¬ 
erate  at  maximum  capacity  in  the  event 
of  an  emergency. 

2.  Trunkline  shall  provide  a  means  of 
fire-fighting  a  potential  LNG  fire  at  the 
storage  tank,  dikes  and  sumps. 

3.  The  output  of  the  emergency  gen¬ 
erator  shall  be  Increased  so  that  all  elec¬ 
tric-powered  detector  devices,  alarms, 
and  firefighting  equipment  at  the  termi¬ 
nal  shall  remain  operative  in  the  event 
of  a  power  failure. 

4.  The  applicant  should  outline  proce¬ 
dures  to  be  utilized  in  the  event  that  the 
evacuation  of  nearby  areas  and  the  sus¬ 
pension  of  local  highway  and  shipping 
traffic  are  necessitated  by  a  major  acci¬ 
dent.  Such  procedures  should  contain 
measures  for  the  immediate  notification 
of  nearby  inhabitants  of  any  potentially 
dangerous  situation  that  might  arise  and 
notification  and  mobilization  of  emer¬ 
gency  personnel  such  as  Civil  Defense, 
hospitals,  police,  and  fire  departments. 

5.  An  interlocking  safety  system  simi¬ 
lar  to  the  one  proposed  for  emergency 
notification  of  the  Consolidated  Alumi¬ 
num  Corporation  shall  be  provided  for 
all  other  industries  which  may  locate  in 
the  vicinity  of  the  LNG  plant  and  marine 
terminal. 

6.  Trunkline  shall  provide  a  means  of 
containing  an  LNG  spill  at  the  unloading 
dock  due  to  a  rupture  of  one  or  more  of 
the  unloading  arms  or  of  the  LNG  un¬ 
loading  line  to  shore  to  insure  that  the 
maximum  possible  spill  from  the  LNG 
arm  or  LNG  line  will  not  spill  into  the 
water.  Detailed  drawings  of  the  LNG 
spill  containment  system  shall  be  con¬ 
sistent  with  known  technology  and  shall 
be  provided  to  the  Commission  prior  to 
the  operation  of  the  proposed  terminal. 

7.  If  the  terminal  is  approved  for  op¬ 
eration.  it  is  recommended  that  the 
Commission  require  operational  reports 
semiannually  within  45  days  after  each 
period  ending  December  31  and  June  30. 
describing  facility  operations  for  the  pe¬ 
riod  covered  and  particularly  noting  any 
abnormal  operating  experience  or  be¬ 
havior.  Abnormalities  w'ould  include,  but 
not  limited  to,  rollover,  geysering,  cold 
spots  on  the  tank,  fires,  significant  equip¬ 
ment  and  piping  malfunctions  or  fail¬ 
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ures,  nonscheduled  maintenance  or  re¬ 
pair  (and  reasons  therefore) ,  rapid 
vaporizations,  vapor  or  liquid  releases, 
negative  pressures  (partial  vacuum) 
within  the  storage  tank,  and  higher 
than  predicted  boil-off  rates.  The  techni¬ 
cal  information  supplied  by  the  appli¬ 
cant  should  be  submitted  in  a  form  ac¬ 
ceptable  to  the  Commission  and  should 
provide  sufficient  detail  to  allow  a  com¬ 
plete  understanding  of  such  events  con¬ 
sistent  with  the  existing  state-of-the-art 
or  knowledge.  Such  information  can  pro¬ 
vide  the  FPC  with  useful  technical  data 
that  may  be  applied  to  other  LNG  facili¬ 
ties.  In  the  event  that  an  abnormality 
is  of  sufficient  magnitude  to  endanger 
the  facility,  the  operating  personnel,  or 
nearby  residences  or  industries,  the  Com¬ 
mission  should  be  notified  immediately. 

8.  Trunkline  shall  ensure  that  the  ca¬ 
pacity  of  the  dike  which  surrounds  the 
proposed  spoil  disposal  area  for  the 
dredging  of  the  proposed  berthing  area 
is  adequate  to  contain  all  the  spoils 
which  are  deposited.  Outflow  of  water 
from  the  disposal  area  shall  be  regu¬ 
lated  to  prevent  insufficient  settling  of 
waste  w'ater  and  to  reduce  the  level  of 
suspended  solids  re-entering  the  canal 
and  turning  basin. 

9.  Trunkline  shall  take  steps  to  avoid 
the  spilling  of  fuels,  lubricants,  pipe¬ 
coating  agents,  and  other  harmful  sub¬ 
stances  during  the  construction  and  op¬ 
eration  of  the  proposed  facilities. 

10.  Trunkline  shall  request  that  the 
Louisiana  Wildlife  and  Fisheries  Com¬ 
mission  examine  the  proposed  LNG  ter¬ 
minal  site  and  pipeline  route  to  deter¬ 
mine  the  presence  of  wildlife  prior  to 
construction.  Trunkline  shall  make 
every  reasonable  effort  to  comply  with 
protective  measures  recommended  by 
the  Louisiana  Wildlife  and  Fisheries 
Commission. 

11.  Prior  to  crossing  rice  fields  which 
have  a  clay  pan.  Trunkline  shall  consult 
with  landowners  and  local  representa¬ 
tives  of  the  Agricultural  Stabilization 
and  Conservation  Service  and  the  Soil 
Conservation  Service  concerning  the  ad¬ 
visability  of  piling  the  clay  plan  separate 
from  the  underlying  soil  layers,  so  that 
it  may  be  replaced  at  or  near  its  original 
position  in  the  soil  profile  during  back¬ 
filling  in  order  to  minimize  the  impact  of 
pipeline  construction  on  the  ability  of 
rice  fields  to  hold  irrigation  water. 

12.  Trunkline  shall  consult  with  land- 
owners  concerning  future  plans  to  alter 
the  drainage  of  land,  and  the  location 
and  depth  of  the  pipeline  shall  accom¬ 
modate  to  the  extent  possible  future 
drainage  and  irrigation  projects. 

13.  Trunkline  shall  make  every  effort 
to  minimize  the  clearing  of  forest  vege¬ 
tation  and  to  restrict  the  clearing  of 
hardwoods  to  the  normal  right-of-way 
width  at  stream  crossings.  Material  ex¬ 
cavated  from  waterways  shall  be  stored 
within  the  right-of-way.  To  the  extent 
possible,  spoil  shall  be  transported  to 
land  outside  of  the  narrow  bands  of  bot¬ 
tomland  hardwood  forest  which  adjoin 
streams  in  the  project  area.  Trunkline 
shall  consult  with  the  Louisiana  Wild¬ 
life  and  Fisheries  Commission  concern¬ 
ing  the  advisability  of  temporarily  stor¬ 


ing  the  excavated  material  within  the 
watercourse  of  those  streams  and  inves¬ 
tigate  the  feasibility  of  utilizing  the  most 
effective  stream -crossing  method  which 
would  minimize  loss  of  bottomland  forest 
habitat  and  avoid  in-water  construction 
activities. 

14.  Erosion-sensitive  areas  such  as 
sloped  stream  banks  shall  be  seeded  as 
soon  as  possible  upon  completion  of  con¬ 
struction,  and  mulched,  riprapped,  or 
similarly  treated  where  necessary  to 
minimize  soil  erosion.  The  Louisiana 
Wildlife  and  Fisheries  Commission  and 
the  Soil  Conservation  Service  shall  be 
consulted  when  selecting  plant  species  to 
be  used  in  reseeding  the  right-of-way. 
Hiese  plants  shall  be  selected  for  value 
in  providing  food  and  cover  for  wildlife 
as  well  as  for  stabilizing  soil.  Erosion 
control  diversions  shall  be  used  where 
necessary  to  prevent  erosion  of  topsoil 
along  the  right-of-way. 

15.  To  aid  in  the  stabilization  of 
streambanks  and  to  provide  a  source  of 
stream  cover  beneficial  to  stream -asso¬ 
ciated  life  forms.  Trunkline  shall  plant 
indigenous  bottomland  shrubs  and  trees 
along  the  edges  of  each  waterway  crossed 
by  the  proposed  pipeline. 

16.  To  prevent  the  possible  abandon¬ 
ment  or  destruction  of  wild  turkey  nests, 
pipeline  construction  activities  shall  not 
take  place  in  the  forested  area  adjoining 
the  Calcasieu  River  during  the  period 
March  through  June.  In  addition. 
Trunkline  shall  schedule  maintenance - 
mowing  of  the  pipeline  right-of-way 
during  the  late  summer  and  fall  months 
to  minimize  adverse  impacts  on  nesting 
wildlife. 

17.  Trunkline’s  water -quality  monitor¬ 
ing  program  shall  include  analysis  of  the 
parameters  listed  in  Table  7  of  the  FEIS 
during  the  dredging  activities.  Return 
effluent  flow'  from  the  onland  dredge  dis¬ 
posal  sites  shall  be  sampled  as  part  of 
the  monitoring  program.  If  pollutant 
concentrations  exceed  existing  back¬ 
ground  levels  or  if  dissolved  oxygen  con¬ 
centrations  fall  below  levels  necessary 
to  support  aquatic  life  as  a  result  of 
dredging,  mitigating  measures  shall  be 
taken,  including  temporary  suspension, 
reduction,  or  other  modification  of  the 
dredging  operation  until  previous  back¬ 
ground  levels  of  pollutants  or  oxygen 
concentration  returns. 

18.  Any  significant  changes  in  facility 
design,  construction,  operation,  or  op¬ 
erating  philosophy  shall  be  reported  to 
the  FPC  on  a  timely  basis.  In  addition, 
final  design  plans  for  the  proposed  LNG 
terminal  shall  be  submitted  to  the  Com¬ 
mission  for  review  prior  to  commence¬ 
ment  of  the  construction  of  the  terminal. 

19.  Trunkline  shall  coordinate  with  the 
U.S.  Coast  Guard  prior  to  operation  of 
the  terminal  to  investigate  and  establish 
further  vessel  traffic  safety  procedures  to 
be  implemented  during  the  LNG  tanker 
transit  of  the  Calcasieu  ship  channel. 

Reports  outlining  Trunkline’s  compli¬ 
ance  with  the  foregoing  safeguards  shall 
be  submitted  seminannually  to  the  Com¬ 
mission  by  Trunkline  within  45  days 
after  each  period  ending  June  30  and 
December  31. 
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(I)  As  a  minimum,  five  tankers  to  be 
used  to  deliver  the  LNG  shall  be  con¬ 
structed  and  operated  in  compliance 
with  the  safety  and  reliability  require¬ 
ments,  including  any  amendments 
thereto,  of  the  U.S.  Coast  Guard  (Ex. 
86),  without  precluding  the  use  of  con¬ 
struction  and  operation  criteria  which 
result  in  higher  degrees  of  safety. 

(J)  As  a  minimum,  the  LNG  storage 
and  regasification  facilities  shall  be  con¬ 
structed  and  operated  in  compliance  with 
the  National  Bureau  of  Standards’ 
Cryogenic  Safety  Review  (Ex.  85) ,  with¬ 
out  precluding  the  use  of  construction 
criteria  which  result  in  higher  degrees  of 
safety. 

(K)  Reports  on  the  status  of  this  LNG 
import  program,  outlining  the  progress 
of  construction  of  the  components  of  this 
project,  the  cost  of  such  construction  in 
contrast  to  projected  costs,  the  effect 
of  any  cost  changes  in  the  cost  of  re¬ 
gasified  LNG  to  gas  users,  the  quantity  of 
gas  imported,  and  other  substantive  in¬ 
formation  outlining  the  effectiveness  of 
this  program,  shall  be  submitted  to 
the  Commission  semiannually,  45  days 
after  each  period  ending  June  30  and 
December  31. 

(L)  The  authorizations  granted  herein 
shall  not  take  effect  as  to  any  facility,  or 
operation  of  any  part  of  any  facility,  un¬ 
til  all  necessary  federal,  state  and  local 
authorizations  as  to  that  part  of  the  fa¬ 
cility,  or  operation  thereof,  have  been 
secured.  A  copy  of  each  such  authoriza¬ 
tion  for  each  facility, "hr  part  thereof, 
shall  be  submitted  to  the  Commission 
prior  to  the  commencement  of  service  of 
such  facility  or  part  thereof.  Such  au¬ 
thorizations  shall  include,  but  are  not 
limited  to,  building  permits,  Coast  Guard 
clearances  of  vessels  and  harbor  opera¬ 
tions,  and  statements  of  compliance  with 
applicable  industry  codes  or  regulatory 
codes  governing  the  design,  construction 
and  operation  of  facilities  in  a  safe 
manner. 

(M)  The  general  terms  and  conditions 
set  forth  in  the  Commission’s  regulations 
under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  particu¬ 
larly  those  contained  in  §§154  and 
157.20,  thereof,  shall  attach  to  the  cer¬ 
tificates  issued  herein. 

(N)  The  facilities  authorized  herein 
shall  be  constructed  and  placed  in  actual 
operation,  and  the  proposed  sale  and  de¬ 
livery  of  natural  gas  authorized  herein 
shall  commence  on  or  before  April  1, 
1980. 

(O)  To  the  extent  not  granted  herein, 
the  exceptions  to  the  Initial  Decision  are 
denied. 

Kenneth  P.  Plumb,® 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.77-13282  Filed  5-9-77;8:45  am] 
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UNION  ELECTRIC  CO. 

Filing 

May  4,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  April  25,  1977, 
Union  Electric  Company  (Union)  ten- 


a  Commissioner  Holloman,  dissenting,  filed 
a  separate  statement  as  part  of  the  original 
document. 


dered  for  filing  a  Letter  Agreement  re¬ 
vising  the  reservation  charge  for  Main¬ 
tenance  Energy  Transactions  under  the 
Interconnection  Agreement  dated  Nov¬ 
ember  1,  1969  between  the  Tennessee 
Valley  Authority  and  Central  Illinois 
Public  Service  Company,  (OIPS)  Illinois 
Power  Company,  (IP)  and  Union. 

Union  indicates  that  the  Letter  Agree¬ 
ment  provides  for  an  increase  in  the  re¬ 
servation  charge  for  Maintenance  En¬ 
ergy  Transactions  from  $.50  per  week 
per  kilowatt  to  $.60  per  week  per  kilowatt 
and  that  the  reservation  charge  was  ar  - 
rived  at  through  negotiations  and  is  the 
same  as  that  included  in  IP’s  Rate 
Schedule  FPC  No.  9  and  in  CIP’s  Rate 
Schedule  FPC  No.  62. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  N.E.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  Sections  1.8  and  1.10 
of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All 
such  petitions  should  be  filed  on  or  be¬ 
fore  May  18,  1977.  Protests  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Commission  in  determin¬ 
ing  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken, 
but  will  not  serve  to  make  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this  fil¬ 
ing  are  available  for  public  inspection  at 
the  Federal  Power  Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.77-13328  Filed  5-9-77:8:45  ami 


(Docket  No.  ER77-313] 

UNION  LIGHT,  HEAT  AND  POWER  CO. 

Filing  of  Tariff 

May  3,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  Union  Light,  Heat 
and  Power  Company  (Union)  on  April 
19,  1977  tendered  for  filing  proposed 
changes  in  its  FTC  Electric  Tariff  for 
wholesale  electric  service  to  the  City  of 
Williamstown,  Kentucky.  Union  indi¬ 
cates  that  the  proposed  tariff,  FPC  Elec¬ 
tric  Tariff  Original  Volume  No.  1,  will 
cancel  and  supersede  Rate  Schedule  FPC 
No.  10,  which  is  the  present  tariff  estab¬ 
lished  in  the  Contract  for  Electric  Serv¬ 
ice  with  the  City  of  Williamstown  for 
the  period  August  1,  1966  to  July  31, 
1966. 

Union  proposes  to  make  the  changes 
in  rates  effective  May  19,  1977. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  in  accordance  with  §§  1.8  and  1.10 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  May  11, 1977.  Protests  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Commission  in  determin¬ 
ing  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken, 
but  will  not  serve  to  make  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file  a 


petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this  ap¬ 
plication  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.77-13279  Filed  5-9-77:8:45  am] 


(Docket  No.  ES77-33] 

UPPER  PENINSULA  GENERATING  CO. 

Application  for  Authorization  To  Issue 
Securities 

May  4,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  April  29,  1977  Up¬ 
per  Peninsula  Generating  Company  (Ap¬ 
plicant)  filed  an  application  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  seeking  au¬ 
thority,  pursuant  to  section  204(a)  of  the 
F'ederal  Power  Act,  to  issue  short  term 
notes  of  an  aggregate  principal  amount 
of  up  to  $40,000,000. 

The  Applicant  is  incorporated  under 
the  laws  of  the  State  of  Michigan,  with 
its  principal  business  office  at  Houghton, 
Michigan.  The  Applicant  is  engaged  in 
generation  of  electric  energy  for  sale  to 
its  owners.  Upper  Peninsula  Power  Com¬ 
pany  and  Cliffs  Electric  Service  Com¬ 
pany. 

The  Applicant  has  proposed  to  issue 
unsecured  promissory  notes  of  a  principal 
amount  of  up  to  $40,000,000  outstanding 
at  any  one  time,  payable  to  such  bank  or 
banks  from  which  the  Applicant  may 
borrow,  for  periods  not  exceeding  twelve 
months  from  the  date  of  original  issu¬ 
ance,  extension  or  renewal.  The  notes 
will  be  issued  on  or  before  July  1,  1978 
and  will  have  a  final  maturity  date  not 
later  than  July  1,  1979.  The  interest  rate 
on  such  notes  will  not  exceed  120  percent 
of  the  prime  rate  in  effect  at  the  time  of 
issue.  The  notes  will  not  be  subject  to  re¬ 
sale  to  the  public. 

The  notes  proposed  to  be  issued  would 
be  in  addition  to  short  term  notes  of  an 
aggregate  principal  amount  not  exceed¬ 
ing  $30,000,000  at  any  one  time,  which 
the  Applicant  may  issue  under  a  revolv¬ 
ing  credit  agreement  authorized  by  the 
Commission  in  Docket  No.  E-9461. 

The  proceeds  from  the  sale  of  the  notes 
will  be  used  for  the  purchase  of  coal  sup¬ 
plies  through  July  1,  1979. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  N.E.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordanee  with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or  be¬ 
fore  May  20,  1977.  Protests  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Commission  in  determin¬ 
ing  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken, 
but  will  not  serve  to  make  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file  a  pe¬ 
tition  to  intervene’.  Copies  of  this  filing 
are  on  file  with  the  Commission  and  are 
available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.77-13273  Filed  5-9-77:8:45  am] 
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| Docket  No.  E-9X47  (Phase  II)  1 

VIRGINIA  ELECTRIC  AND  POWER  CO. 

Filing  of  Settlement  Agreement 

May  3.  1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  April  12. 1977,  Vir¬ 
ginia  Electric  and  Power  Company 
(“Vepco")  and  Electricities  of  North 
Carolina  ("Electricities")  filed  a  joint 
motion  that  the  Commission  approve  an 
attached  Settlement  Agreement  entered 
into  by  them  at  a  settlement  of  all  issues 
in  this  proceeding. 

Appended  to  the  Settlement  Agreement 
is  a  Memorandum  of  Agreement  executed 
concurrently  by  Vepco  and  North  Caro¬ 
lina  Municipal  Power  Agency  Number  2 
(“NCMPA2”)  pursuant  to  which  Vepco 
agrees  to  enter  into  a  Contract  for  In¬ 
terchange  Service,  including  certain 
Schedules  and  Supplementary  Agree¬ 
ment  Number  One.  all  attached  thereto. 
NCMPA2  is  a  body  corporate  and  politic 
organized  under  Chapter  159B  of  the 
General  Statutes  of  North  Carolina  for 
the  purpose  of  developing  joint  owner¬ 
ship  of  electric  generation  and  transmis¬ 
sion  facilities  for  the  benefit  of  its  mem¬ 
ber  municipalities  who  are  all  of  the  mu¬ 
nicipal  systems  in  North  Carolina  who 
presently  receive  wholesale  electric  serv¬ 
ice  directly  or  indirectly  from  Vepco.  The 
effectiveness  of  the  Settlement  Agree¬ 
ment  and  the  Memorandum  of  Agree¬ 
ment  are  contingent  upon  the  effective 
ness  of  the  other. 

The  Settlement  Agreement  provides  in¬ 
ter  alia  that  Vepco  will  file  in  a  timely 
manner  the  Contract  for  Interchange 
Service;  that  it  will,  subject  to  the  same 
limitations  as  contained  in  the  Memo¬ 
randum  of  Agreement  with  NCMPA2. 
make  available  a  similar  Memorandum  of 
Agreement  to  municipal  wholesale  cus¬ 
tomers  now  served  by  Vepco  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  their  development  of  ownership 
of  electric  generation  and  transmission 
facilities;  that  Vepco.  as  part  of  its  next 
general  wholesale  rate  application,  will 
file  a  revised  full  service  requirements 
tariff  (included  as  part  of  the  Settlement 
Agreement)  for  its  wholesale  municipal 
customers:  and  that  Vepco  will  develop 
and  file  a  partial  requirements  tariff  to  be 
applicable  bv  such  time  a*  NCMPA2’s 
planned  50.000  kW  to  100.000  kW  gas 
turbine  generator(s)  goes  into  commer¬ 
cial  operation. 

The  Settlement  Agreement  further 
provides  that  Electri-Cities,  on  behalf  of 
itself  and  its  Vepco-served  members  in 
North  Carolina  and  Virginia  (including 
those  served  indirectly  by  Vepco),  and 
Vepco  each  agree  (with  certain  stated 
exceptions)  not  to  raise  issues  or  bring 
actions  against  the  other  based  in  whole 
or  in  part  on  allegations  of  anticompeti¬ 
tive  conduct  or  acts  or  practices  claimed 
to  violate  any  state  or  federal  antitrust 
laws,  the  Federal  Power  Act  or  other  re¬ 
lated  statutes  up  to  and  including  the 
date  of  the  Settlement  Agreement  and 
that  each  releases  (or  covenants  not  to 
sue  in  certain  circumstances)  the  other 
from  claims  as  to  such  matters. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  as  to 
said  motion  should  file  comments  with 


the  Federal  Power  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street.  NE..  Washington, 
D.C.  20426.  on  or  before  May  16,  1977. 
Copies  of  the  motion  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  pub¬ 
lic  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

| PR  Doc.77-13278  Filed  5-9-77:8:45  am) 
(Docket  No.  E-6684] 

VIRGINIA  ELECTRIC  AND  POWER  CO.  AND 
DAN  RIVER,  INC. 

Proposed  Determination  of  Headwater 
Cenefits  Payments  in  Roanoke  River  Basin 

May  4.  1977. 

Public  notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
Commission  Staff  proposes  a  determina¬ 
tion  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  sec¬ 
tion  10(f)  of  the  Federal  Power  Act  (16 
U.S.C.  803) ,  of  certain  payments  for  ben¬ 
efits  provided  by  the  Federal  Philpott 
and  John  H.  Kerr  headwater  improve¬ 
ments  in  the  Roanoke  River  Basin  to 
downstream  hydroelectric  plants  owned 
by  the  Virginia  Electric  and  Power  Com¬ 
pany  (VEPCO)  and  Dan  River,  Inc. 
(Dan  River)  during  the  period  of  Janu¬ 
ary  1,  1969.  through  December  31,  1972. 
The  proposed  payments,  based  on  a  re¬ 
port  by  the  Commission's  Bureau  of 
Power,  dated  December  1975,  amount  to 
$1,352,000  for  benefit*  plus  $32,400  for  a 
share  of  the  costs  of  the  investigations, 
assigned  to  VEPCO;  and  $900  for  benefits 
plus  $100  for  a  share  of  the  costs  of  the 
investigations,  assigned  to  Dan  River. 

Copies  of  the  December  1975  Bureau  of 
Power  report  were  sent  to  all  parties  to 
the  investigation  on  December  29,  1975, 
with  requests  for  comments  or  sugges¬ 
tions.  No  objections  were  received. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  protest  with  reference  to  said  pro¬ 
posed  determination  should  on  or  before 
June  20,  1977  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission.  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  pe¬ 
titions  to  Intervene  or  protests  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  the  Com¬ 
mission's  rules  of  practice  and  proce¬ 
dure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests 
filed  with  the  Commission  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  it  in  determining  the  appro¬ 
priate  action  to  be  taken  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  Protestants  parties  to 
a  proceeding.  Persons  wishing  to  become 
parties  to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate 
as  a  party  in  any  hearing  therein  must 
file  petitions  to  intervene  in  accordance 
with  the  Commission’s  rules.  The  appli¬ 
cation  is  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  available  for  public  Inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.77-13276  Piled  5-9-77:8:45  am] 

FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

SOUTHERN  BANK  HOLDING  COMPANY 
Formation  of  Bank  Holding  Company 

Southern  Bank  Holding  Company, 
Savannah.  Georgia,  has  applied  for  the 
Board's  approval  under  {3(a)(1)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
S  1842(a)(1))  to  beccfne  a  bank  holding 


company  through  acquisition  of  at  least 
52  percent  of  the  voting  shares  of  South¬ 
ern  Bank  and  Trust  Company.  Savan¬ 
nah.  Georgia.  The  factors  that  are  con¬ 
sidered  in  acting  on  the  application  are 
set  forth  in  §  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
§  1842(0). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Atlanta. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in  writ¬ 
ing  to  the  Secretary.  Board  of  Gover¬ 
nors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System. 
Washington,  D.C.  20551  to  be  received 
no  later  than  June  1.  1977. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal 
Reserve  System.  May  4.  1977. 

Griffith  L.  Garwood, 
Deputy  Secretary  of  the  Board. 
(PR  Doc.77-13202  Plied  5-9-77:8:45  am| 

FEDERAL  TRADE  COMMISSION 

(Docket  No.  90661 

FRITO-LAY,  INC. 

Consent  Agreement  With  Analysis  To  Aid 
Public  Comment 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  77-11249  appearing  at  page 
20346  in  the  issue  for  Tuesday,  April  19. 
1977  on  page  20347,  middle  column,  the 
12th  line  of  the  first  full  paragraph 
should  should  be  deleted  and  in  its  place 
inserted  “concerned.  In  addition,  the 
order  spec!-". 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND 
URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

Federal  Disaster  Assistance  Administration 
(Docket  No.  NFD-471:  FDAA-532-DR] 

ALABAMA 

Amendment  to  Notice  of  Major  Cisaster 

Notice  of  Major  Disaster  for  the  State 
of  Alabama,  dated  April  9, 1977,  is  hereby 
amended  to  include  the  following  county 
among  those  counties  determined  to  have 
been  adversely  affected  by  the  catas¬ 
trophe  declared  a  major  disaster  by  the 
President  in  his  declaration  of  April  9. 
1977: 

The  counties  of: 

Blount  Marshall 

Clay  Morgan 

De  Kalb  Talladega 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  No. 
14.701,  Disaster  Assistance.) 

Dated:  April  21,  1977. 

William  E.  Crockett, 
Acting  Administrator,  Federal 
Disaster  Assistance  Adminis¬ 
tration. 

(FR  Doc.77-13248  Filed  5-9-77:8:45  am] 

ARIZONA 

(Docket  No.  NFD-470;  FDAA-3038-EM | 

Amendment  to  Notice  of  Emergency 
Declaration 

Notice  of  emergency  for  the  State  of 
Arizona,  dated  April  15,  1977,  is  hereby 
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amended  to  include  the  following  coun¬ 
ties  among  those  areas  determined  to 
have  been  adversely  affected  by  the 
catastrophe  declared  an  emergency  by 
the  President  in  his  declaration  of  April 
15,  1977: 

The  counties  of : 

Graham  Pinal 

The  purpose  of  this  designation  is  to 
provide  emergency  livestock  feed  assist¬ 
ance  only  in  the  aforementioned  affected 
areas  effective  the  date  of  this  amended 
Notice : 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  No. 

14.701,  Disaster  Assistance.) 

Dated:  April  20,  1977. 

William  E.  Crockett, 
Acting  Administrator,  Federal 
Disaster  Assistance  Adminis¬ 
tration. 

[FR  Doc.77-13249  Filed  5-9-77:8:45  am) 


[Docket  No.  NFD-474;  FDAA-3038-EM) 

ARIZONA 

An  Emergency  Declaration  and  Related 
Determinations 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  vested  in  the 
Secretary  of  Housing  and  Urban  Devel¬ 
opment  by  the  President  under  Executive 
Order  11795  of  July  11,  1974,  and  dele¬ 
gated  to  me  by  the  Secretary  under  De¬ 
partment  of  Housing  and  Urban  Develop¬ 
ment  Delegation  of  Authority,  Docket 
No.  D-7 4-285;  and  by  virtue  of  the  Act 
of  May  22,  1974,  entitled  “Disaster  Relief 
Act  of  1974”  (88  Stat.  143);  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  on  April  15,  1977,  the 
President  declared  an  emergency  as 
follows: 

I  have  determined  that  the  impact  of  a 
drought  on  the  State  of  Arizona  is  of  suffi¬ 
cient  severity  and  magnitude  to  warrant  a 
declaration  of  an  emergency  under  Public 
Law  93-288.  I  therefore  declare  that  such  an 
emergency  exists  in  the  State  of  Arizona. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant  to 
the  authority  vested  in  the  Secretary  of 
Housing  and  Urban  Development  under 
Executive  Order  11795,  and  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Secretary  under  Department 
of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Dele¬ 
gation  of  Authority,  Docket  No.  D-74-285, 
I  hereby  appoint  Mr.  Robert  C.  Stevens, 
FDAA  Region  DC,  to  act  as  the  Federal 
Coordinating  Officer  for  this  declared 
emergency. 

I  do  hereby  determine  the  following 
area  to  have  been  adversely  affected  by 
this  declared  emergency: 

The  San  Carlos  Indian  Reservation. 

The  purpose  of  this  designation  is  to 
provide  emergency  livestock  feed  assist¬ 
ance  only  in  the  aforementioned  affected 
areas  effective  the  date  of  this  Notice. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  No. 

14.701,  Disaster  Assistance.) 

Dated:  April  15,  1977. 

Thomas  P.  Dunne, 
Administrator,  Federal  Disaster 
Assistance  Administration. 

[FR  Doc.77-13254  Filed  5-9-77;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  NFD—469;  FDAA-3023-EM] 

CALIFORNIA 

Amendment  to  Notice  of  Emergency 
Declaration 

Notice  of  emergency  for  the  State  of 
California,  dated  January  20,  1977,  and 
amended  on  February  2,  1977,  Febru¬ 
ary  15,  1977,  and  March  10,  1977,  is 
hereby  further  amended  to  include  the 
following  counties  among  those  counties 
determined  to  have  been  adversely  af¬ 
fected  by  the  catastrophe  declared  an 
emergency  by  the  President  in  his  dec¬ 
laration  of  January  20,  1977: 

The  counties  of : 

Santa  Barbara. 

San  Luis  Obispo. 

The  purpose  of  this  designation  is  to 
provide  emergency  livestock  feed  assist¬ 
ance  and  cattle  transportation  assistance 
only  in  the  aforementioned  affected  areas 
effective  the  date  of  this  amended 
Notice: 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  No. 

14.701,  Disaster  Assistance.) 

Dated:  April  20, 1977. 

William  E.  Crockett, 
Acting  Administrator,  Federal 
Disaster  Assistance  Adminis¬ 
tration. 

[FR  Doc.77-13250  Filed  5-9-77:8:45  ami 


[Docket  No.  NFD-473] 

FORT  BERTHOLD  INDIAN  RESERVATION 

AGENCY:  Federal  Disaster  Assistance 
Administration,  HUD. 

ACTION:  Notice. 

SUMMARY :  This  Notice  amends  the  No¬ 
tice  of  emergency  declaration  for  the 
State  of  North  Dakota  (FDAA-3016-EM) 
dated  July  21, 1976. 

DATED:  April  26,  1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Frank  J.  Muckenhaupt,  Chief,  Pro¬ 
gram  Support  Staff,  Federal  Disaster 
Assistance  Administration,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Housing  and  Urban  Develop¬ 
ment,  Washington,  D.C.  20410,  202- 
634-7825. 

Notice:  The  Notice  of  emergency  for 
the  State  of  North  Dakota  dated  July  21, 
1976,  and  amended  on  December  30, 1976, 
and  March  1,  1977,  is  hereby  further 
amended  to  include  the  following  area 
among  those  areas  determined  to  have 
been  adversely  affected  by  the  catas¬ 
trophe  declared  an  emergency  by  the 
President  in  his  declaration  of  July  21, 
1976: 

The  Fort  Berthold  Indian  Reservation 
within  the  counties  of : 

Dunn  Mercer 

McKenzie  Mountrail 

McLean 

The  purpose  of  this  designation  is  to 
provide  emergency  livestock  feed  assist¬ 
ance  and  cattle  transportation  assist¬ 
ance  only  in  the  aforementioned  affected 
areas  effective  the  date  of  this 
amended  Notice. 


(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  No. 

14.701,  Disaster  Assistance.) 

Thomas  P.  Dunne, 
Administrator,  Federal 
Disaster  Assistance  Administration. 
[FR  Doc.77-13253  Filed  5-9-77:8:45  am[ 


[Docket  NO.  NFD-472;  FDAA  3013-EM ] 

MINNESOTA 

Amendment  to  Notice  of  Emergency 

Declaration 

Notice  of  emergency  for  the  State  of 
Minnesota,  dated  June  17,  1976,  and 
amended  on  June  28,  1976,  August  27, 
1976,  November  9,  1976,  December  30, 
1976,  January  14,  1977,  January  19,  1977, 
February  11,  1977,  and  April  1,  1977,  is 
hereby  further  amended  to  include  the 
following  county  among  those  counties 
determined  to  have  been  adversely  af¬ 
fected  by  the  catastrophe  declared  an 
emergency  by  the  President  in  his  decla¬ 
ration  of  June  17,  1976: 

The  County  of  Winona 

The  purpose  of  this  designation  is  to 
provide  emergency  livestock  feed  assist¬ 
ance  only  in  the  aforementioned  affected 
area  effective  the  date  of  this  amended 
Notice. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  No. 

14.701,  Disaster  Assistance.) 

Dated:  April  22,  1977. 

‘Thomas  P.  Dunne, 
Administrator,  Federal  Disaster 
Assistance  Administration. 

[FR  Doc.77-13251  Filed  5-9-77:8:45  am) 


[Docket  No.  NFD-468;  FDAA-530-DR ) 

VIRGINIA 

Amendment  to  Notice  of  Major  Disaster 

Notice  of  major  disaster  for  the  State 
of  Virginia  dated  April  7,  1977,  and 
amended  on  April  14,  1977,  is  hereby  fur¬ 
ther  amended  to  include  the  following 
area  determined  to  have  been  adversely 
affected  by  the  catastrophe  declared  a 
major  disaster  by  the  President  in  his 
declaration  of  April  7, 1977: 

The  Wythe-Bland  Water  and  Sewer  Au¬ 
thority  in  Carroll  County. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  No. 

14.701,  Disaster  Assistance.) 

Dated:  April  21,  1977. 

William  E.  Crockett, 
Acting  Administrator,  Federal 
Disaster  Assistance  Adminis¬ 
trator. 

[FR  Doc.77-13252  Filed  5-9-77:8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 
[Colorado  25122-A-E  and  G-J] 
NORTHWEST  PIPELINE  CORP. 

Pipeline  Applications 

April  29,  1977. 

Pursuant  to  Section  28  of  the  Mineral 
Leasing  Act  of  1920  (41  Stat.  449),  as 
amended  (30  U.S.C.  185),  Northwest 
Pipeline  Corporation,  P.O.  Box  1526,  Salt 
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Lake  City,  Utah  84110,  has  applied  for 
rights-of-way  for  natural  gas  pipelines 
for  the  Foundation  Creek  Gathering 
System  in  Garfield  and  Rio  Blanco 
Counties,  Colorado. 

The  above-named  system  is  comprised 
of  over  25  miles  of  natural  gas  pipelines 
of  various  sizes,  ranging  from  4V2"  o.d. 
to  16"  o.d.,  across  the  following  public 
lands : 

Rio  Blanco  County 

T.  4  S..  R.  102  W..  6th  P  M. 

Sec.  18.  SEV4SW',,: 

Sec  19.  SEV;NE>4,  W Vi NE *4 ,  NE>4NW>4. 
SE>4SW>4,  S'iSE‘4,  NEV4SEV4; 

Sec.  24.  SEV4SWV4; 

Sec.  25.  W/iNE‘4.  E'iNW‘4,  NW>4NW'4. 
N'4SWV4,  SW4SW14.  NW^4SE>4,  SE^4 
SE>4; 

Sec.  27.  SVaSE>4.  SE  *4  sw  *4 : 

Sec.  33.  SE V4 NE *4 .  SWV4NWV4.  wy2sw»4. 
SE *4 SW '4 .  WV4SE‘4.  NE>4SE>4: 

Sec.  34.  EVbNE'4.  E'/2W‘4,  SWV4NWV4; 

Sec.  35.  SWV4NWV4: 

Sec.  36.  NEV4NE^4,  NW»4NW>4. 

T  4  S  .  R.  103  W„  6th  P.M. 

Sec.  27.  Et/2EVi.  SEV4SWV4.  WV48EV4: 

Sec.  34.  W'/2NE‘4.  E'4NW'4.  SEi„SE>4. 
N»/2SEy4. 

Garfield  County 

T.  5  S..  R  102  W.,  6th  P.M. 

Sec.  2.  Lot  6: 

Sec.  4.  Lots  7  and  8; 

Sec.  6.  Lot  9; 

Sec.  7.  NW»4NE>4; 

Sec.  10.  S '/2 SE *4 ; 

Sec.  11.  S>4SW>4.  SW«4SE»4; 

Sec.  17.  SE>4SW»4,  8  Vi  SE  *4 ; 

Sec.  18.  SWy4NE>4,  Ny2sy2.  SEV4SEV4: 

Sec.  19;  SE>4SE»4; 

Sec.  20.  NE'4NE>4,  N>/2NW^4.  SW>4NW'4. 
w»4SW‘4: 

Sec.  21.  N*4NW>4: 

Sec.  30.  N>4NE'4,  SWy4NE'4,  S'/2NW'4. 

T.  5  S.,  R.  103  W..  6th  P.M. 

Sec.  1.  SE*4  NE'4,  W>/2NE«4,  N‘4NWV4. 
SW>4NWV4.  NEV48EV4; 

sec.  2.  NW4NWV4.  s»/2n»4; 

Sec.  3.  NE‘4NE>4; 

Sec.  13.  E«4SW»4,  N%SE>4; 

Sec.  23.  SEV4NEy4; 

Sec.  24.  NEV4NW‘4.  SW»/4NW!4. 

The  above-named  system  will  enable 
the  applicant  to  expand  its  natural  gas 
gathering  and  transportation  systems 
and  thereby  meet  the  demands  of  its 
customers. 

The  purposes  of  this  notice  are:  to  in¬ 
form  the  public  that  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  will  be  proceeding  with  the 
preparation  of  environmental  and  other 
analvses  necessary  for  determining 
whether  the  applications  should  or 
should  not  be  approved  and,  if  so,  under 
what  terms  and  conditions;  to  allow  all 
parties  asserting  claims  to  the  lands  or 
having  bona  fide  objections  to  the  pro¬ 
posed  natural  gas  pipeline  rights-of-way 
to  file  their  claims  and/or  objections  in 
this  office.  All  comments,  claims  and  ob¬ 
jections  must  be  identified  with  the  spe¬ 
cific  lands  involved  by  Township  and 
Range  and  portions  thereof  along  with 
name  and  number  of  this  right-of-way. 

Any  pefson  asserting  a  claim  to  the 
lands  or  having  bona  fide  objections 
must  include  evidence  that  a  copy  there¬ 
of  has  been  served  on  the  applicant. 


Any  comment,  claim,  or  objections 
must  be  filed  with  the  Chief,  Branch  of 
Adjudication.  Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment.  Colorado  State  Office.  Room  700. 
Colorado  State  Bank  Building.  1600 
Broadway.  Denver.  Colorado  80202,  as 
promptly  as  possible  after  publication  of 
this  notice. 

Rodney  A.  Roberts, 

Acting  Chief, 
Branch  of  Adjudication. 

| FR  Doc  77-13247  Piled  5-9-77:8:45  ami 


National  Park  Service 

APPALACHIAN  NATIONAL  SCENIC  TRAIL 
ADVISORY  COUNCIL 

Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  in  accordance 
with  the  Federal  Advisory  Committee 
Act  that  a  meeting  of  the  Appalachian 
National  Scenic  Trial  Advisory  Council 
will  be  held  at  9  a.m.  e.d.t.  on  May  27. 
1977,  at  the  Shepherd’s  College  Student 
Center.  Shepherdstown.  West  Virginia. 

The  Council  was  originally  established 
by  P.L.  90-543  to  meet  and  consult  with 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  on  general 
policies  and  specific  matters  relating  to 
the  administration  of  the  Appalachian 
National  Scenic  Trial.  It  was  rechartered 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  24.  1975,  under  the  authority  of 
P.L.  91-383. 

The  purpose  of  the  Council  is  to  pro¬ 
vide  for  the  free  exchange  of  ideas  be¬ 
tween  the  National  Park  Service  and  the 
public,  and  to  encourage  suggestions  and 
ideas  from  members  of  the  public  on 
problems  and  programs  pertinent  to  the 
Appalachian  National  Scenic  Trail.  The 
purpose  of  this  meeting  is  a  follows :  <  1  > 
to  discuss  the  progress  of  State  and 
Federal  programs;  (2)  to  review  specific 
Trail  protection  priorities  and  immediate 
goals;  <3>  to  discuss  alternative  strate¬ 
gies  for  protecting  the  Trail;  (4)  to  re¬ 
view  the  organization  of  the  Council  and 
its  prospects  for  the  future;  and  (5)  to 
discuss  the  proposed  draft  shelter  system 
policy. 

The  meeting  which  will  be  held  prior 
to  the  Appalachian  Trail  Conference’s 
biennial  meeting,  will  be  open  to  the 
public.  Any  person  may  file  with  the 
Council  a  written  statement  concerning 
the  matters  to  be  discussed. 

Persons  wishing  further  information 
concerning  this  meeting  or  who  wish  to 
submit  written  statements,  may  contact 
David  A.  Richie.  Project  Manager.  Ap¬ 
palachian  Trail  Project  Office.  Charles¬ 
town  Navy  Yard.  Boston.  Massachusetts 
02129.  at  area  code  617-242-1730. 

Minutes  of  the  meeting  will  be  avail¬ 
able  for  public  inspection  four  weeks 
after  the  meeting  at  the  above  address, 
and  at  the  Headquarters  of  the  Ap¬ 
palachian  Trail  Conference,  Washing¬ 
ton  and  Jackson  Streets,  Harpers  Ferry, 
West  Virginia  25425.  Copies  of  the 
minutes  may  be  obtained  by  writing 
to  the  Appalachian  Trail  Project  Office 
in  Boston. 


Dated:  May  5,  1977. 

Robert  N.  Landau, 
Assistant  for  Advisory  Boards 
and  Commissions,  National 
Park  Service. 

|  FR  Doc  77-13238  Filed  5-9-77:8 :45  am  | 


NATIONAL  REGISTER  OF  HISTORIC 
PLACES 

Notification  of  Pending  Nominations 

Nominations  for  the  following  proper¬ 
ties  being  considered  for  listing  in  the 
National  Register  were  received  by  the 
National  Park  Service  before  April  29, 
1977.  Pursuant  to  S  60. 13  < a)  of  36  CFR 
Part  60.  published  in  final  form  on  Janu¬ 
ary  9.  1976.  written  comments  concern¬ 
ing  the  significance  of  these  properties 
under  the  National  Register  criteria  for 
evaluation  may  be  forwarded  to  the 
keeper  of  the  National  Register,  Na¬ 
tional  Park  Service.  U.S.  Department  of 
the  Interior,  Washington.  D.C.  20240. 
Written  comments  or  a  request  for  addi¬ 
tional  time  to  prepare  comments  should 
be  submitted  by  May  20. 1977. 

Jerry  L.  Rogers, 

Chief.  Office  of  Archeology 
and  Historic  Preservation. 

ALABAMA 

Calhoun  County 

Anniston.  St.  Michael  and  All  Angels  Epis¬ 
copal  Church.  W.  18th  St. 

Madison  County 

Huntsville,  Robinson,  John,  House  ( Oak - 
laun),  2709  Meridan  St.  N. 

CALIFORNIA 

Alameda  County 

Berkeley.  Berkeley  Women's  City  Club.  2315 
Durant  Ave. 

San  Luis  Obispo  County 

San  Luis  Obispo  vicinity.  Port  San  Luis  Site. 
S  of  San  Luis  Obispo. 

CONNECTICUT 

Fairfield  County 

Monroe.  Monroe  Center  Historic  District,  CT 
110  and  CT  111. 

Hartford  County 

Hartford.  Hyde-St.  John  House.  25  Charter 
Oak  Ave. 

ILLINOIS 

Fulton  County 

Bluff  City  vicinity.  Crable  Site.  N  of  Bluff 
City. 

Lewistown  vicinity.  Larson  Site.  S  of  Lewis- 
town. 

Hardin  County 

Rosiclare  vicinity,  Orr-Herl  Mound  and  Vil¬ 
lage  Site,  NE  of  Rosiclare. 

Afason  County 

Manlto  vicinity.  Clear  Lake  Site.  W  of  Manito 
(also  in  Tazewell  Co.). 

Union  County 

McClure  vicinity.  Linn^Heilig  Mounds  and 
Village  Site.  NE  of  McClure. 

Ware  vicinity.  Ware  Mounds  and  Village. 
Site,  W  of  Ware. 
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MARYLAND 

Dorchester  County 

Cambridge  vicinity,  Yarmouth,  SE  of  Cam¬ 
bridge. 

Taylors  Island  vicinity,  Ridgeton  Farm,  0.5 
mi.  SW  of  Taylors  Island. 

Frederick  County 

Frederick  vicinity,  One-Million-Liter  Test 
Sphere,  N  of  Frederick  on  Ft.  Detrick. 

Washington  County 

Keedysville  vicinity,  Baker  Farm,  N  of 
Keedysville  off  MD  34. 

Keedysville  vicinity,  Doub  Farm,  N  of 
Keedysville  off  MD  34. 

MICHIGAN 

Delta  County 

Escanaba,  Carnegie  Public  Library,  201  8.  7th 
St. 

Monroe  County 

Monroe,  Sawyer  House,  320  E.  Front  St. 

NEW  YORK 

New  York  County 

New  York,  Duke,  James  B.,  Mansion,  1  E.  78th 
St. 

TEXAS 

Garza  County 

Post  vicinity.  Cooper’s  Canyon,  5  mi.  S  of 
Post. 

Post  vicinity,  O.  S.  Ranch  Petroglyphs,  12  mi. 
E  of  Post. 

Post  vicinity,  Post-Montgomery  Site,  W  of 
Post. 

Post  vicinity,  Post  West  Dugout,  2  mi.  W  of 
Post. 

Nacogdoches  County 

Woden  vicinity.  Oil  Springs  Oil  Well  Discov¬ 
ery  Well,  4  mi.  SE  of  Woden. 

VERMONT 

,  Windham  County 

Brattleboro,  Canal  Street  Schoolhouse,  Canal 
St. 

Brookline  vicinity.  Round  Schoolhouse,  S  of 
Brookline  on  Grassy  Brook  Rd. 

|FR  Doc.77-12872  Filed  5-8-77;8:45  am) 

DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

UNITED  STATES  CIRCUIT  JUDGE 
NOMINATING  COMMISSION 

Eastern  Fifth  Circuit  Panel 

Chairman :  DuBose  Ausley.  The  sched¬ 
ule  of  meetings  of  the  nominating 
panel  for  the  Eastern  Fifth  Circuit  of 
the  United  States  Circuit  Judge  Nomi¬ 
nating  Commission  is  as  follows: 

1.  The  first  meeting  will  be  held  on 
May  24,  1977,  at  10  a.m.  in  the  Second 
Floor  Conference  Room  of  Judge  James 
C.  Hill,  United  States  Courthouse  (Old 
Post  Office  Building),  Atlanta,  Georgia. 

The  purpose  of  the  first  part  of  this 
meeting  is  to  formally  constitute  the 
Panel  and  to  discuss  procedures  and  this 
part  of  the  meeting  will  be  open  to  the 
public.  The  remaining  portion  of  the 
meeting  will  be  devoted  to  a  discussion 
of  potential  candidates  and  will  not  be 
open  to  the  public  pursuant  to  Pub.  L. 
92-463,  section  10(D)  as  amended.  (CF 
5  U.S.C.  552b(c)  (6) .) 

2.  The  second  meeting  will  be  held  on 
June  14,  1977,  at  10  a.m.  in  the  same  lo¬ 
cation  as  the  first  meeting.  The  purpose 


of  this  meeting  will  be  to  interview  can¬ 
didates  and  will  not  be  open  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-463,  section 
10(D)  as  amended.  (CF  5  U.S.C.  552b 
(c)  (6).) 

3.  The  third  meeting  will  be  held  on 
June  27,  1977,  at  10  a.m.  in  the  Mont¬ 
gomery  Federal  Courthouse,  Montgom¬ 
ery,  Alabama.  The  purpose  of  this  meet¬ 
ing  will  be  to  interview  candidates  and 
will  not  be  open  to  the  public  pursuant 
to  Pub.  L.  92-463.  section  10(D)  as 
amended.  (CF  5  U.S.C.  552b(c)(6).) 

Joseph  A.  Sanches, 
Advisory  Committee, 
Management  Officer. 

May  4,  1977. 

|FR  Doc.77-13226  Filed  5-9-77;8:45  am] 


UNITED  STATES  CIRCUIT  JUDGE 
NOMINATING  COMMISSION 

Sixth  Circuit  Panel 

Chairman:  Wilson  W.  Wyatt.  The 
schedule  of  meetings  of  the  nominating 
panel  for  the  Sixth  Circuit  of  the  United 
States  Circuit  Judge  Nominating  Com¬ 
mission  is  as  follows: 

1.  The  first  meeting  will  be  held  on 
May  23,  1977,  at  10  a.m.  in  the  Hall  of 
Justice,  600  West  Jefferson,  Louisville, 
Kentucky.  The  morning  session  will  be 
an  orientation  session  dealing  with  pro¬ 
cedures  ;  it  will  be  open  to  the  public.  The 
afternoon  session  will  be  given  to  a  dis¬ 
cussion  of  candidates  and  will  be  closed 
to  the  public  pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-463, 
section  10(D)  as  amended.  (CF  5  U.S.C. 
552b(c) (6) .) 

2.  The  second  meeting  will  be  held  on 
June  6,  1977,  at  10  a.m.  in  the  United 
States  Post  Office  and  Courthouse,  5th 
and  Walnut  Streets,  Cincinnati,  Ohio. 
The  purpose  of  this  meeting  is  to  inter¬ 
view  candidates  and  the  meeting  will  be 
closed  to  the  public  pursuant  to  Pub.  L. 
92-463,  section  10(D)  as  amended.  (CF 
5  U.S.C.  552b(c)  (6) .) 

3.  The  third  meeting  will  be  held  on 
June  20,  1977,  at  10  a.m.  in  the  United 
States  Post  Office  and  Courthouse,  5th 
and  Walnut  Streets,  Cincinnati,  Ohio. 
The  purpose  of  this  meeting  is  to  inter¬ 
view  candidates  and  the  meeting  will  be 
closed  to  the  public  pursuant  to  Pub.  L. 
92-463,  section  10(D)  as  amended.  (CF 
5  U.S.C.  552b(c)  (6) .) 

Joseph  A.  Sanches, 
Advisory  Committee, 
Management  Officer. 

May  4,  1977. 

(FR  Doc.77-13225  Filed  5-9-77:8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

[TA-W-1531] 

AIRCO  ALLOYS 

Certification  Regarding  Eligibility  To  Apply 
for  Worker  Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department  of 
Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of  TA- 
W-1531:  investigation  regarding  certifi¬ 
cation  of  eligibility  to  apply  for  worker 


adjustment  assistance  as  prescribed  in 
Section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on  De¬ 
cember  30,  1976  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  December  30,  1976 
which  was  filed  by  the  United  Steel¬ 
workers  of  America  on  behalf  of  workers 
and  former  workers  producing  silico 
manganese  at  the  Theodore,  Alabama 
plant  of  Airco  Alloys,  Division  of  Airco, 
Incorporated. 

The  Notice  of  Investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  Jan¬ 
uary  18,  1977  (42  FR  3365).  No  public 
hearing  was  requested  and  none  was 
held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  of  the  Theodore 
plant  of  Airco  Alloys,  its  customers,  the 
U.S.  Department  of  Commerce,  the  U.S. 
International  Trade  Commission,  indus¬ 
try  analysts  and  Department  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  deter¬ 
mination  and  issue  a  certification  of  eli¬ 
gibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  assist¬ 
ance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility  re¬ 
quirements  of  Section  222  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  in  the  workers’  firm,  or  an 
appropriate  subdivision  thereof,  have  become 
totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are  threat¬ 
ened  to  become  totally  or  partially  separated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased  ab¬ 
solutely: 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  are  being  Imported  in  Increased 
quantities,  either  actual  or  relative  to  domes¬ 
tic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  Increased  imports  have  con¬ 
tributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  in  sales  or 
production.  The  term  “contributed  impor¬ 
tantly”  means  a  cause  which  is  important 
but  not  necessarily  more  important  than  any 
other  cause. 

The  investigation  has  revealed  that  all 
of  the  above  criteria  have  been  met. 

Significant  Total  or  Particl  Separa¬ 
tions.  Average  employment  of  production 
workers  at  the  Theodore,  Alabama  plant 
decreased  10.8  percent  in  1975  compared 
to  1974  and  declined  15.2  percent  in  1976 
compared  to  1975.  Plant  employment 
declined  37.0  percent  in  the  fourth  quar¬ 
ter  of  1975  compared  to  the  fourth  quar¬ 
ter  of  1974.  Production  workers  were  out 
on  strike  from  March  1,  1976  through 
May  14, 1976. 

Sales,  Production,  or  Both,  Have  De¬ 
creased  Absolutely.  Plant  sales,  in  tons, 
declined  54.6  percent  in  1975  compared 
to  1974  and  decreased  1.4  percent  in  1976 
compared  to  1975. 

Plant  production,  in  tons,  declined  27.2 
percent  in  1975  compared  to  1974  and 
decreased  32.4  percent  in  1976  compared 
to  1975. 

Increased  Imports.  Imports  of  silico 
manganese  increased  each  year,  from 
29,928  short  tons  in  1971,  to  67,751  short 
tons  in  1974  and  declined  to  55,567  short 
tons  in  1975.  U.S.  imports  increased  to 
80,118  short  tons  in  1976.  The  ratio  of  im¬ 
ported  silico  manganese  to  domestic  pro¬ 
duction  increased  from  15.4  percent  in 
1971  to  20.6  percent  in  1972.  The  ratio  of 
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imports  to  domestic  production  declined 
to  16.5  percent  in  1973  before  increasing 
to  20.5  percent  and  24.9  percent,  respec¬ 
tively,  in  1974  and  1975.  The  ratio  of  im¬ 
ports  to  domestic  production  Increased  to 
42.5  percent  in  the  first  eleven  months  of 
1976. 

Contributed  Importantly.  A  survey  of 
customers  purchasing  silico  manganese 
from  Airco  Alloys  indicated  that  there 
has  been  a  switch  to  imported  silico 
manganese. 

Conclusion.  After  careful  review  of 
the  facts  obtained  in  the  investigation. 
I  conclude  that  increased  imports  of 
silico  manganese  have  contributed  im¬ 
portantly  to  the  total  or  partial  sepa¬ 
ration  of  the  workers  at  the  Theodore, 
Alabama  plant  of  Airco  Alloys.  In  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  Act, 
I  make  the  following  certification: 

All  employees  at  the  Theodore,  Alabama 
plant  of  Airco  Alloys  who  became  totally  or 
partially  separated  from  employment  on  or 
after  October  10,  1976  are  eligible  to  apply 
for  adjustment  assistance  under  Title  n, 
Chapter  2  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  29th 
day  of  April  1977. 

James  P.  Taylor, 
Director,  Office  of  Management, 
Administration,  and  Planning. 

I  PR  Doc.74-13286  Piled  5-9-77;8:45  am] 

[TA-W-1406] 

ALLAN  WOOD  STEEL  CO. 

Negative  Determination  Regarding  Eligi¬ 
bility  To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 

Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department  of 
Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of  TA- 
W-1406:  Investigation  regarding  certifi¬ 
cation  of  eligibility  to  apply  for  adjust¬ 
ment  assistance  as  prescribed  in  Sec¬ 
tion  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on  De¬ 
cember  14,  1976  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  that  date  which  was 
filed  by  the  United  Steel  Workers  of 
America  on  behalf  of  workers  and  for¬ 
mer  workers  producing  carbon  and  alloy 
steel  products  at  the  Alan  Wood  Steel 
Company  in  Conshohocken,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania. 

The  Notice  of  Investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  Janu¬ 
ary  4.  1977  (42  FR  867).  No  public  hear¬ 
ing  was  requested  and  none  was  held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  "was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  the  Alan  Wood  Steel 
Company,  its  customers,  U.S.  Interna¬ 
tional  Trade  Commission,  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Commerce,  industry  analysts 
and  Department  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  deter¬ 
mination  and  issue  a  certification  of  eli¬ 
gibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  assist¬ 
ance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility  re¬ 
quirements  of  Section  222  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

( 1 )  That  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  in  such  workers’  firm,  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof,  have  be¬ 
come  totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are 


threatened  to  become  totally  or  partially 
separated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  Arm  or  subdivision  have  decreased  ab¬ 
solutely; 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  with  those  produced  by  the  Arm  or  sub¬ 
division  are  being  Imported  In  increased 
quantities,  either  actual  or  relative  to  do¬ 
mestic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  increased  Imports  have  con¬ 
tributed  Importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  in  sales 
or  production.  The  term  “contributed  Im¬ 
portantly"  means  a  cause  which  Is  Important 
but  not  necessarily  more  important  than  any 
other  cause. 

The  investigation  has  revealed  that 
criterion  four  has  not  been  met. 

Significant  Total  or  Partial  Separa¬ 
tions.  The  average  number  of  production 
workers  and  maintenance  declined  22.1 
percent  in  1975  compared  to  1974  and  in¬ 
creased  9.6  percent  in  1976  compared  to 
1975.  Employment  decreased  32.4  percent 
in  the  fourth  quarter  of  1975  compared 
to  the  similar  quarter  in  1974  and  de¬ 
creased  16.4  percent  in  the  first  quarter 
of  1976  compared  to  the  first  quarter  of 
1975.  Employment  increased  22.0  percent 
in  the  second  quarter  of  1976,  35.2  per¬ 
cent  in  the  third  quarter  and  1.8  percent 
in  the  fourth  quarter  compared  to  the 
same  quarter  of  1975. 

Sales  or  Production,  or  Both,  Have 
Decreased  Absolutely.  Sales  of  steel  plate 
products,  in  terms  of  tons,  decreased  13.0 
percent  in  1975  compared  to  1974  and 
decreased  3.4  percent  in  1976  compared 
to  1975.  Sales  of  hot  rolled  sheet  and 
strip  products  declined  40.4  percent  from 
1974  to  1975  and  then  increased  31.6  per¬ 
cent  from  1975  to  1976.  Sales  of  cold 
rolled  sheet  end  strip  products  declined 
by  45.1  percent  from  1974  to  1975  and 
increased  74.2  percent  from  1975  to  1976. 

Increased  Imports.  Imports  of  hot 
rolled  carbon  sheet  steel  decreased  each 
year  from  1971  through  1975.  Imports 
increased  6.1  percent  in  the  first  nine 
months  of  1976  compared  to  the  same 
period  of  1975.  The  ratio  of  imports  to 
domestic  shipments  decreased  from  12.3 
percent  in  the  first  nine  months  of  1975 
to  9.5  percent  in  the  same  period  of  1976. 

Imports  of  cold  rolled  carbon  steel 
sheet  decreased  each  year  from  1971 
through  1975  for  a  total  of  41.7  percent. 
Imports  increased  16.3  percent  in  terms 
of  tons  in  the  first  nine  months  of  1976 
compared  to  the  similar  period  in  1975. 
The  ratio  of  imports  to  domestic  ship¬ 
ments  decreased  from  15.1  percent  in  the 
first  nine  months  of  1975  to  11.8  percent 
in  the  first  nine  months  of  1976. 

Imports  of  hot  rolled  carbon  steel  strip 
decreased  from  1974  to  1975  and  then 
increased  in  the  first  nine  months  1976 
compared  to  the  first  nine  months  of 
1975.  The  ratio  of  imports  to  domestic 
shipments,  however  declined  from  2.7 
percent  in  1974  to  2.0  percent  in  1975 
and  declined  from  2.2  percent  in  the  first 
nine  months  of  1975  to  1.9  percent  in  the 
first  nine  months  of  1976. 

Imports  of  cold  rolled  carbon  steel 
strip  declined  e%ch  year  from  1973 
through  1975.  Imports  then  increased  in 
the  first  nine  months  of  1976  compared 
to  the  first  nine  months  of  1975.  The 


ratio  of  imports  to  domestic  shipments 
increased  from  3.7  percent  in  1974  to  3.9 
percent  in  1975  and  increased  from  4.2 
percent  in  the  first  nine  months  of  1975 
to  5.1  percent  in  the  first  nine  months  of 
1976. 

Imports  of  carbon  steel  plate  increased 
in  1974  compared  to  1973.  Imports  de¬ 
creased  20.4  percent  in  1975  compared  to 
1974.  In  the  first  nine  months  of  1976 
imports  increased  1.7  percent  compared 
to  the  first  nine  months  of  1975.  The' 
ratio  of  imports  to  domestic  shipments 
increased  from  18.7  percent  in  the  first 
nine  months  of  1975  to  24.8  percent  in 
the  first  nine  months  of  1976. 

Contributed  Importantly.  The  Depart¬ 
ment’s  investigation  revealed  that  most 
customers  of  Allan  Wood  that  purchase 
steel  plate,  cold  rolled  sheet  and  strip, 
or  hot  rolled  sheet  and  strip  either  do 
not  purchase  any  imports  of  these  steel 
products  or  have  increased  purchases 
from  Allan  Wood. 

Conclusion.  After  careful  review  of  the 
facts  obtained  in  the  investigation,  I 
conclude  that  increases  of  imports  like 
or  directly  competitive  with  cold  rolled 
sheet  and  strip  and  hot  rolled  sheet  and 
strip,  or  carbon  alloy  steel  plate,  pro¬ 
duced  at  the  Alan  Wood  Steel  Company 
in  Conshohocken,  Pennsylvania  did  not 
contribute  importantly  to  the  total  or 
partial  separations  of  the  workers  at 
that  plant. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  29th 
day  of  April  1977. 

James  F.  Taylor, 
Director,  Office  of  Management, 
Administration  and  Planning. 

[FR  Doc.77-13287  Filed  5-8-77:8:46  am| 


ITA-W-14111 

ATLANTIC  STEEL  CO. 

Negative  Determination  Regarding  Eligi¬ 
bility  To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 
Assistance 

In  accordance  with  Section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department  of 
Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of 
TA-W-1411:  investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance  as  pre¬ 
scribed  in  section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on  De¬ 
cember  14,  1976,  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  December  14,  1976, 
which  was  filed  by  the  United  Steel¬ 
workers  of  America  on  behalf  of  work¬ 
ers  and  former  workers  producing  car¬ 
bon  steel  at  the  Atlanta,  Georgia,  plant 
of  the  Atlantic  Steel  Company. 

The  Notice  of  Investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  Jan¬ 
uary  4.  1977  (42  FR  869).  No  public 
hearing  was  requested  and  none  was 
held.  _ 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  of  the  Atlantic 
Steel  Company,  its  customers,  the  UJS. 
Department  of  Commerce,  the  U.S.  In¬ 
ternational  Trade  Commission,  industry 
analysts,  and  Department  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  deter¬ 
mination  and  issue  a  certification  of  eli- 
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gibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  assist¬ 
ance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility  re¬ 
quirements  of  section  222  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  in  the  workers’  firm,  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof,  have  be¬ 
come  totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or  partially 
separated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased  ab¬ 
solutely; 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  are  being  imported  in  increased 
quantities,  either  actual  or  relative  to  do¬ 
mestic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  Increased  imports  have  con¬ 
tributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  in  sales 
or  production.  The  term  “contributed  im¬ 
portantly”  means  a  cause  which  is  impor¬ 
tant  but  not  necessarily  more  important  than 
any  other  cause. 

The  Department’s  investigation  has 
revealed  that  criteria  one  (1)  and  two 
(2)  have  not  been  met. 

The  Atlantic  Steel  Company,  Atlanta, 
Georgia,  produces  hot  rolled  carbon 
steel,  which  includes  hot  rolled  carbon 
strip,  concrete  reinforcing  bars,  carbon 
steel  structural  shapes  and  hot  rolled 
carbon  steel  bar.  The  Atlantic  Steel 
Company  also  produces  carbon  steel 
wire. 

Significant  Total  of  Partial 
Separations 

Employment  increased  5.3  percent  in 
1976  compared  to  1975. 

The  earliest  possible  date  for  cover¬ 
age  under  the  Trade  Act  is  December  3, 
1975,  one  year  prior  to  the  date  of  the 
petition,  December  3,  1976.  Employment 
at  the  Atlanta  plant  increased  in  De¬ 
cember  1975  compared  to  the  preceding 
month  and  increased  in  1976  compared 
to  1975. 

Sales  or  Production,  or  Both,  Have 
Decreased  Absolutely 

Plant  sales  of  hot  rolled  carbon  steel, 
which  includes  hot  rolled  carbon  steel 
bars,  concrete  reinforcing  bars,  carbon 
steel  structural  shapes  and  carbon  steel 
strip  declined  29.7  percent  and  25.3  per¬ 
cent  in  quantity  and  value,  respectively, 
in  1975  compared  to  1974.  Plant  sales  of 
hot  rolled  carbon  steel  increased  16.9  per¬ 
cent  and  12.1  percent  in  quantity  and 
value,  respectively,  in  1976  compared  to 
1975. 

Plant  sales  of  carbon  steel  wire  de¬ 
clined  34.1  percent  and  24.6  percent  in 
quantity  and  value,  respectively,  in  1975 
compared  to  1974.  Plant  sales  of  carbon 
steel  wire  increased  19.5  percent  and 

19.7  percent  in  quantity  and  value,  re¬ 
spectively,  in  1976  compared  to  1975. 

Plant  production  of  hot  rolled  carbon 
steel  declined  28.4  percent  and  25.3  per¬ 
cent  in  quantity  and  value,  respectively, 
in  1975  compared  to  1974.  Plant  produc¬ 
tion  of  hot  rolled  carbon  steel  increased 
13.3  percent  and  9.0  percent  in  quantity 
and  value,  respectively,  in  the  first 
eleven  months  of  1976  compared  to  the 
same  period  of  1975. 


Plant  production  of  carbon  steel  wire 
declined  23.5  percent  and  13.7  percent 
in  quantity  and  value,  respectively,  in 
1975  compared  to  1974  and  increased  10.6 
percent  and  9.6  percent,  respectively,  in 
the  first  eleven  months  of  1976  compared 
to  the  same  period  of  1975. 

Increased  Imports 

U.S.  imports  of  hot  rolled  carbon  steel 
bars  increased  from  802.6  thousand  short 
tons  in  1971  to  804.1  thousand  short  tons 
in  1972.  U.S.  imports  declined  to  723.0 
thousand  short  tons  in  1973,  691.3  thou¬ 
sand  short  tons  in  1974,  and  423.1  thou¬ 
sand  short  tons  in  1975.  U.S.  imports 
declined  from  378.9  thousand  short  tons 
in  the  first  three  quarters  of  1975  to 
233.6  thousand  short  tons  in  the  same 
peripd  in  1976. 

The  ratio  of  imports  of  hot  rolled  car¬ 
bon  steel  bars  to  domestsic  shipments  de¬ 
clined  in  each  year  from  1971,  when  the 
ratio  was  14.5  percent,  through  1975, 
when  the  ratio  was  8.2  percent.  The 
ratio  of  imports  to  domestic  shipments 
declined  from  9.1  percent  in  the  first 
three  quarters  of  1975  to  5.4  percent  in 
the  first  three  quarters  of  1976. 

U.S.  imports  of  concrete  reinforcing 
bars  were  514.5  thousand  short  tons  in 

1971  and  declined  to  358.2  thousand  tons 
and  286.4  thousand  tons,  respectively,  in 

1972  and  1973.  U.S.  imports  increased  to 

477.5  thousand  net  tons  in  1974  before 
declining  to  141.9  thousand  net  tons  in 
1975.  U.S.  imports  increased  from  121.3 
thousand  net  tons  in  the  first  three 
quarters  of  1975  to  143.4  thousand  net 
tons  in  the  same  period  in  1976. 

The  ratio  of  imports  of  concrete  rein¬ 
forcing  bars  to  domestic  shipments  de¬ 
clined  from  11.4  percent  in  1971  to  8.0 
percent  and  5.6  percent,  respectively,  in 
1972  and  1973.  The  ratio  of  imports  to 
domestic  shipments  increased  to  9.5  per¬ 
cent  in  1974  before  declining  to  3.9  per¬ 
cent  in  1975.  The  ratio  of  imports  to 
domestic  shipments  increased  from  4.4 
percent  in  the  first  three  quarters  of 
1975  to  4.8  percent  in  the  first  three 
quarters  of  1976. 

U.S.  imports  of  carbon  steel  structural 
shapes  increased  from  1,477.5  thousand 
short  tons  in  1971  to  1,614.0  thousand 
short  tons  in  1972  before  declining  to 

1.250.7  thousand  short  tons  and  1,142.7 
thousand  short  tons,  respectively,  in  1973 
and  1974.  U.S.  imports  declined  to  804.9 
thousand  short  tons  in  1975.  U.S.  imports 
increased  from  629.1  thousand  short  tons 
in  the  first  three  quarters  of  1975  to  909.8 
thousand  short  tons  in  the  first  three 
quarters  of  1976. 

The  ratio  of  imports  of  carbon  steel 
structural  shapes  to  domestic  shipments 
was  31.3  percent  in  1971  and  increased  to 
34.1  percent  in  1972.  The  ratio  of  imports 
to  domestic  shipments  declined  to  21.3 
percent  in  1973,  19.7  percent  in  1974,  and 

19.5  percent  in  1975.  The  ratio  of  imports 
to  domestic  shipments  increased  from 

18.7  percent  in  the  first  three  quarters 
of  1975  to  34.3  percent  in  the  first  three 
quarters  of  1976. 

U.S.  imports  of  hot  rolled  carbon  strip 
increased  from  36.8  thousand  short  tons 


in  1971  to  43.3  thousand  short  tons  in 
1972.  U.S.  imports  declined  to  34.2  thou¬ 
sand  short  tons  in  1973  before  increasing 
to  35.0  thousand  short  tons  in  1974.  U.S. 
imports  declined  to  17.5  thousand  short 
tons  in  1975.  Imports  increased  from  14.8 
thousand  short  tons  in  the  first  three 
quarters  of  1975  to  16.5  thousand  short 
tons  in  the  first  three  quarters  of  1976. 

The  ratio  of  imports  of  hot  rolled  car¬ 
bon  steel  strip  to  domestic  shipments  was 

2.7  percent  in  1971  and  increased  to  3.0 
percent  in  1972.  The  ratio  of  imports  to 
domestic  shipments  declined  to  2.0  per¬ 
cent  in  1973  and  increased  to  2.7  percent 
in  1974  before  declining  to  2.0  percent  in 

1975.  The  ratio  of  imports  to  domestic 
shipments  declined  from  2.2  percent  in 
the  first  three  quarters  of  1975  to  1.9  per¬ 
cent  in  the  first  three  quarters  of  1976. 

U.S.  imports  of  carbon  steel  wire  de¬ 
clined  from  515.3  thousand  short  tons  in 
1972  to  433.2  thousand  short  tons  in  1973. 
U.S.  imports  increased  to  553.8  thousand 
short  tons  in  1974  and  decreased  to  349.6 
thousand  short  tons  in  1975.  U.S.  im¬ 
ports  increased  to  371.8  thousand  short 
tons  in  1976. 

The  ratio  of  imports  of  carbon  steel 
wire  to  domestic  shipments  declined 
from  23.3  percent  in  1972  to  17.5  percent 
in  1973.  The  ratio  of  imports  to  domestic 
shipments  increased  to  22.6  percent  in 
1974  before  declining  to  22.0  percent  and 
19.9  percent,  respectively,  in  1975  and 

1976. 

Contributed  Importantly 

Although  in  the  first  three  quarters  of 
1976  there  was  an  increase  in  U.S.  im¬ 
ports  of  concrete  reinforcing  bars,  car¬ 
bon  steel  structural  shapes,  hot  rolled 
carbon  steel  strip,  and  carbon  steel  wire 
compared  to  the  same  1975  period,  At¬ 
lantic’s  sales  and  production  of  hot 
rolled  carbon  steel,  which  includes  car¬ 
bon  steel  structural  shapes,  concrete  re¬ 
inforcing  bars,  hot  rolled  carbon  steel 
strip  and  carbon  steel  bars  increased 
both  in  quantity  and  in  value  in  1976 
compared  to  1975.  Although  there  was  an 
increase  in  U.S.  imports  of  carbon  steel 
wire  in  1976  compared  to  1975,  Atlantic’s 
sales  and  production  of  carbon  steel  wire 
increased  in  quantity  and  in  value  in  1976 
compared  to  1975, 

A  survey  of  customers  of  Atlantic  Steel 
indicated  that  these  customers  have  not 
switched  to  imported  hot  rolled  carbon 
steel  or  carbon  steel  wire.  Customers  that 
decreased  purchases  from  Atlantic  Steel 
cited  declines  in  the  construction  in¬ 
dustry  as  the  major  factor  for  their  re¬ 
duced  purchases. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  during  the  course  of  the  investi¬ 
gation,  I  conclude  that  increases  of  im¬ 
ports  like  or  directly  competitive  with 
hot  rolled  carbon  steel  and  carbcn  steel 
wire  did  not  contribute  importantly  to 
the  total  or  partial  separations  of  the 
workers  at  the  Atlanta,  Georgia  plant  of 
the  Atlanta  Steel  Company  as  required 
under  section  222  of  the  Trade  Act  of 
1974. 
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Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  29th 
day  of  April  1977. 

James  P.  Taylor, 
Director.  Office  of  Management, 
Administration  and  Planning. 
|FR  Doc.77-13288  Filed  5-9-77:8:45  ami 


|TA— W-16141 

CONVERSE  RUBBER  CO. 

Certification  Regarding  Eligibility  To  Apply 
for  Worker  Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department  of 
Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of  TA¬ 
W-1613:  investigation  regarding  certifi¬ 
cation  of  eligibility  to  apply  for  worker 
adjustment  assistance  as  prescribed  in 
section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
January  31, 1977.  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  January  31,  1977, 
which  was  filed  by  the  United  Paper- 
workers  International  Union  on  behalf 
of  workers  and  former  workers  produc¬ 
ing  canvas  and  athletic  footwear  at  the 
Berlin,  New  Hampshire,  plant  of  Con¬ 
verse  Rubber  Company. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (42  FR 
9239)  on  February  15,  1977.  No  public 
hearing  was  requested,  and  none  was 
held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  and  publica¬ 
tions  of  Converse  Rubber  Company,  its 
customers,  the  U.S.  International  Trade 
Commission,  the  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce,  industry  analysts,  and  De¬ 
partment  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  de¬ 
termination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance.  each  of  the  group  eligibility  re¬ 
quirements  of  section  222  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  pro¬ 
portion  of  the  workers  In  such  workers' 
firm  or  an  appropriate  subdivision  of  the 
firm  have  become  totally  or  partially  seo- 
arated.  or  are  threatened  to  become  totally 
or  partially  separated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased 
absolutely; 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  compet¬ 
itive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or 
subdivision  are  being  Imported  In  Increased 
quantities,  either  actual  or  relative  to 
domestic  production;  and* 

(4)  That  such  Increased  Imports  have 
contributed  Importantly  to  the  separations, 
or  threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  in 
sales  or  production.  The  term  "contributed 
Importantly"  means  a  cause  which  Is  Im¬ 
portant  but  not  necessarily  more  Important 
than  any  other  cause. 

The  investigation  has  revealed  that  all 
of  the  above  criteria  have  been  met. 

Significant  Total  or  Partial 
Separations 

Employment  of  production  workers  at 
the  Berlin  plant  of  Converse  Rubber 
Company  decreased  20  percent  in  1975 
and  8  percent  in  1976  compared  to  1974. 


Sales  or  Production,  or  Both.  Have 
Decreased  Absolutely 

Sales  of  canvas  and  athletic  footwear 
by  Converse  Rubber  Company  declined 
12  percent  in  quantity  and  8  percent  in 
value  in  1975  compared  to  1974  and  13 
percent  in  quantity  and  7  percent  in 
value  in  1976  compared  to  1975. 

Production  of  canvas  and  athletic 
footwear  at  the  Berlin,  New  Hampshire 
plant  of  Converse  Rubber  Company  de¬ 
clined  4  percent  in  1975  compared  to 

1974,  increased  7  percent  in  1976  com¬ 
pared  to  1975  and  declined  17  percent  in 
the  fourth  quarter  of  1976  compared  to 
the  fourth  quarter  of  1975. 

Increased  Imports 

Imports  of  athletic  footwear  increased 
in  absolute  terms  and  relative  to  do¬ 
mestic  production  each  year  from  1971 
through  1975.  except  for  1973  when  im¬ 
ports  increased  absolutely  but  decreased 
relative  to  domestic  production.  In  1975 
imports  increased  102  percent  in  absolute 
terms.  The  ratio  of  imports  to  domestic 
production  increased  from  84.3  percent 
in  1974,  to  148.0  percent  in  1975.  In  the 
first  9  months  of  1976.  imports  increased 
119  percent  in  absolute  terms.  The  ratio 
of  imports  to  domestic  production  in¬ 
creased  from  203.9  percent  in  the  first  9 
months  of  1975  to  333.3  percent  in  the 
first  9  months  of  1976. 

Imports  of  rubber/canvas  footwear  in¬ 
creased  in  absolute  terms  and  relative  to 
domestic  production  each  year  from  1972 
through  1974.  Imports  decreased  in  abso¬ 
lute  terms  from  1974  to  1975  and  in¬ 
creased  17  percent  in  the  first  9  months 
of  1976  compared  to  the  first  9  months  of 

1975.  The  ratio  of  imports  to  domestic 
production  remained  stable  from  1974  to 
1975.  then  increased  from  18.3  percent  in 
the  first  9  months  of  1975  to  25.4  percent 
in  the  first  9  months  of  1976. 

Contributed  Importantly 

Imports  ot  canvas  and  athletic  foot¬ 
wear  by  Converse  Rubber  Company  in¬ 
creased  1.010  percent  in  quantity  and 
1,011  percent  in  value  in  1975  compared 
to  1974  and  declined  10  percent  in 
quantity  and  12  percent  in  quantity  in 
1976  compared  to  1975. 

Customers  of  Converse  Rubber  Com¬ 
pany  indicated  they  have  decreased  their 
purchases  of  canvas  and  athletic  foot¬ 
wear  from  Converse  Rubber  Company 
and  have  increased  their  purchases  of 
imported  footwear. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts 
obtained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  increases  of  imports  like  or  directly 
competitive  with  canvas  and  athletic 
footwear  produced  at  the  Berlin.  New 
Hampshire,  plant  of  Converse  Rubber 
Company,  contributed  importantly  to 
the  total  or  partial  separations  of  the 
workers  of  that  plant.  In  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  the  Act,  I  make 
the  following  certification: 

All  workers  at  the  Berlin.  New  Hampshire, 
plant  of  Converse  Rubber  Company  who 
became  totally  or  partially  separated  from 
employment  on  or  after  May  15.  1976.  are 


eligible  to  apply  for  adjustment  assistance 
under  Title  II.  Chapter  2  of  the  Trade  Act  of 
1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C..  this  29th 
day  of  April  1977. 

James  F.  Taylor. 

Director,  Office  of  Management, 
Administration  and  Planning. 

|FR  Doc.77-13291  Filed  5-9-77;8:45  am| 


1TA-W-9111 

CONVERSE  RUBBER  CO. 

Notice  of  Revised  Certification  of  Eligi¬ 
bility  To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 

Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  222  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974.  and  in  accordance 
with  section  22?<a)  of  such  Act,  on 
September  6.  1976.  the  Department  of 
Labor  issued  a  certification  of  eligibility 
to  apply  for  adjustment  assistance 
applicable  to  workers  and  former 
workers  producing  canvas  footwear  at 
the  Bristol,  Rhode  Island,  plant  of 
Converse  Rubber  Company. 

Subsequent  to  the  publication  of  the 
original  determination,  the  Office  of 
Trade  Adjustment  Assistance  received 
an  inquiry  on  behalf  of  workers  at  the 
Lawrence  Distribution  Center  of  Con¬ 
verse  Rubber  Company.  Lawrence. 
Massachusetts.  Further  investigation 
revealed  that  workers  at  the  Lawrence 
Distribution  Center  were  engaged  in 
employment  related  to  the  production  of 
canvas  footwear  and  should  have  been 
included  in  the  original  certification  as 
eligible  to  apply  for  adjustment  assist¬ 
ance. 

The  subject  workers  were  not  identi¬ 
fied  in  the  original  certification  because 
the  company  maintained  separated 
records  and  ledgers  for  distribution 
staff  in  other  locations. 

Conclusion 

Based  on  additional  evidence,  a  review 
of  the  entire  record  and  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  the  Act,  I  hereby 
issue  the  following  revised  certification 
as  follows: 

All  workers  at  the  Bristol,  Rhode  Island. 
pUnt  of  Converse  Rubber  Company  and  all 
employees  at  the  Lawrence  Distribution  Cen¬ 
ter.  Lawrence.  Massachusetts,  who  became 
totally  or  partially  separated  from  employ¬ 
ment  on  or  after  June  10.  1975.  are  eligible  to 
apply  for  adjustment  assistance  under  Title 
II.  Chapter  2  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington.  D.C.,  this  29th 
day  of  April  1977. 

James  F.  Taylor. 

Director,  Office  of  Management. 

Administration  and  Planning. 

|FR  Doc  77-13285  Filed  5-9-77; 8: 45  am| 


ITA-W-15901 

CONVERSE  RUBBER  CO. 

Certification  Regarding  Eligibility  To  Apply 
for  Worker  Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974.  the  Department  of 
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Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of  TA¬ 
W-1590:  investigation  regarding  certifi¬ 
cation  of  eligibility  to  apply  for  worker 
adjustment  assistance  as  prescribed  in 
section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
January  24, 1977,  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  January  24,  1977, 
which  was  filed  on  behalf  of  workers  and 
former  workers  producing  canvas  and 
athletic  footwear  at  the  Presque  Isle, 
Maine,  plant  of  Converse  Rubber  Com¬ 
pany. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  Febru¬ 
ary  1, 1977  (42  FR  6023) .  No  public  hear¬ 
ing  was  requested  and  none  was  held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  and  publica¬ 
tions  of  Converse  Rubber  Company,  its 
customers,  the  U.S.  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce,  the  U.S.  International  Trade 
Commission,  industry  analysts,  and  De¬ 
partment  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  de¬ 
termination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  assist¬ 
ance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility  re¬ 
quirements  of  section  222  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  in  the  workers’  firm,  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof,  have  be¬ 
come  totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or  partially 
separated: 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased  ab¬ 
solutely: 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  are  being  Imported  in  increased 
quantities,  either  actual  or  relative  to  do¬ 
mestic  production:  and 

(4)  That  6uch  increased  Imports  have 
contributed  importantly  to  the  separations, 
or  threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  in  sales 
or  production.  The  term  “contributed  im¬ 
portantly”  means  a  cause  which  is  impor¬ 
tant  but  not  necessarily  more  important 
than  any  other  cause. 

The  investigation  has  revealed  that 
all  of  the  above  criteria  have  been  met. 

Significant  Total  or  Partial 
Separations 

Employment  of  production  workers  at 
the  Presque  Isle  plant  of  Converse  Rub¬ 
ber  Company  decreased  23  percent  in 
1975  compared  to  1974  and  20  percent 
in  1976  compared  to  1975. 

Sales  or  Production,  or  Both,  Have 
Decreased  Absolutely 

Sales  of  canvas  and  athletic  footwear 
by  Converse  Rubber  Company  declined 
12  percent  in  quantity  and  8  percent  in 
value  in  1975  compared  to  1974  and  13 
percent  in  quantity  and  7  percent  in 
value  in  1976  compared  to  1975. 

Production  of  canvas  and  athletic 
footwear  at  the  Presque  Isle,  Maine, 
plant  of  Converse  Rubber  Company  de¬ 
clined  18  percent  in  1975  compared  to 
1974,  and  25  percent  in  1976  from  1975. 

Increased  Imports 

Imports  of  athletic  footwear  increased 
in  absolute  terms  and  relative  to  domes¬ 


tic  production  each  year  from  1971 
through  1975,  except  for  1973  when  im¬ 
ports  increased  absolutely  but  decreased 
relative  to  domestic  production.  In  1975, 
imports  increased  102  percent  in  abso¬ 
lute  terms.  The  ratio  of  imports  to  do¬ 
mestic  production  increased  from  84.3 
percent  in  1974,  to  212.4  percent  in  1975. 
In  the  first  9  months  of  1976,  imports 
increased  119  percent  in  absolute  terms. 
The  ratio  of  imports  to  domestic  produc¬ 
tion  increased  from  203.9  percent  in  the 
first  9  months  of  1975  to  333.3  percent  in 
the  first  9  months  of  1976. 

Imports  of  rubber/ canvas  footwear  in¬ 
creased  in  absolute  terms  and  relative 
to  domestic  production  each  year  from 
1972  through  1974.  Imports  decreased  in 
absolute  terms  from  1974  to  1975  and 
increased  17  percent  in  the  first  9  months 
of  1976  compared  to  the  first  9  months 
of  1975.  The  ratio  of  imports  to  domestic 
production  remained  stable  from  1974 
to  1975,  then  increased  from  18.3  per¬ 
cent  in  the  first  9  months  of  1975  to  25.4 
percent  in  the  first  9  months  of  1976. 

Contributed  Importantly 

Imports  of  canvas  and  athletic  foot¬ 
wear  by  Converse  Rubber  Company  in¬ 
creased  1,010  percent  in  quantity  and 
1,011  percent  in  value  in  1975  compared 
to  1974  and  declined  10  percent  in  quan¬ 
tity  and  12  percent  in  quantity  in  1976 
compared  to  1975. 

Customers  of  Converse  Rubber  Com¬ 
pany  indicated  they  have  decreased  their 
purchases  of  canvas  and  athletic  foot¬ 
wear  from  Converse  Rubber  Company 
and  have  increased  their  purchases  of 
imported  footwear. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  increases  of  imports  like  or  directly 
competitive  with  canvas  and  athletic 
footwear  produced  at  the  Presque  Isle, 
Maine,  plant  of  Converse  Rubber  Com¬ 
pany,  contributed  importantly  to  the 
total  or  partial  separations  of  the  work¬ 
ers  of  that  plant.  In  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  the  Act,  I  make  the  fol¬ 
lowing  certification: 

All  workers  at  the  Presque  Isle,  Maine, 
plant  of  Converse  Rubber  Company  who  be¬ 
came  totally  or  partially  separated  from  em¬ 
ployment  on  or  after  October  23,  1976,  are 
eligible  to  apply  for  adjustment  assistance 
under  Title  n,  Chapter  2  of  the  Trade  Act 
of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  29th 
day  of  April  1977. 

James  F.  Taylor, 
Director,  Office  of  Management, 
Administration,  and  Planning. 

[FR  Doc.77-13290  Filed  5-9-77:8:45  ami 

[TA-W-1516] 

COPPERWELD  CORP. 

Negative  Determination  Regarding  Eligi¬ 
bility  To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 

Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974,  the  Department  of 


Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of  TA¬ 
W-1516:  investigation  regarding  certi¬ 
fication  of  eligibility  to  apply  for  worker 
adjustment  assistance  as  prescribed  in 
section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on  De¬ 
cember  15,  1976,  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  December  15,  1976, 
which  was  filed  by  the  United  Steel¬ 
workers  of  America  in  behalf  of  workers 
and  former  workers  producing  copper- 
clad  and  aluminum-clad  steel  wire  prod¬ 
ucts  at  the  Metallic  Division  of  Copper- 
weld  Corporation,  Glassport,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania. 

.  The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  Jan¬ 
uary  18,  1977  (42  FR  3370).  No  public 
hearing  was  requested  and  none  was 
held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  deter*- 
mination  was  made  was  obtained  prin¬ 
cipally  from  officials  of  the  United  Steel¬ 
workers  of  America,  officials  of  the  Cop- 
perweld  Corporation,  the  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Commerce  publications,  and  De¬ 
partment  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  de¬ 
termination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility  re¬ 
quirements  of  section  222  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  in  the  workers’  firm,  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof,  have  be¬ 
come  totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or  partially 
separated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased  ab¬ 
solutely: 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  are  being  Imported  in  increased 
quantities,  either  actual  or  relative  to  domes¬ 
tic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  Increased  Imports  have  con¬ 
tributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  in  sales 
or  production.  The  term  “contributed  im¬ 
portantly”  means  a  cause  which  is  Important 
but  not  necessarily  more  Important  than  any 
other  cause. 

Without  regard  to  whether  any  of  the 
other  criteria  have  been  met,  criterion 
(3)  has  not  been  met. 

Evidence  developed  in  the  Depart¬ 
ment’s  investigation  reveals  that  there 
are  no  known  imports  of  copper-clad  or 
aluminum-clad  steel  wire  products. 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  imports  of  copper-clad  and  alumi¬ 
num-clad  steel  wire  products  like  or 
directly  competitive  with  products  pro¬ 
duced  at  Copperweld  Corporation,  Me¬ 
tallic  Division,  Glassport,  Pennsylvania, 
have  not  increased  as  required  in  section 
222  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974.  The  petition 
is,  therefore,  denied. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  29th 
day  of  1977. 

James  F.  Taylor, 
Director,  Office  of  Management, 
Administration  and  Planning. 

[FR  Doc.77-13292  Filed5-9-77;8:46  ami 
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[TA-w-iaiai 

DELTON  SHIRTMAKERS,  INC. 

Certification  Regarding  Eligibility  To  Apply 
for  Worker  Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department  of 
Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of  TA¬ 
W-1212:  investigation  regarding  certi¬ 
fication  of  eligibility  to  apply  for  worker 
adjustment  assistance  as  prescribed  in 
Section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
October  26,  1976,  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  that  date  which  was 
filed  by  the  Amalgamated  Clothing  and 
Textile  Workers  Union  on  behalf  of 
workers  and  former  workers  producing 
men’s  shirts  at  the  Lowell.  Massachusetts 
plant  of  Delton  Shirtmakers,  Inc. 

The  Notice  of  Investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  No¬ 
vember  19.  1976  (41  FR  51138) .  No  public 
hearing  was  requested  and  none  was 
held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  of  Delton  Shirt¬ 
makers.  Inc.,  its  customers,  the  U.S.  De¬ 
partment  of  Commerce,  the  U.S.  Inter¬ 
national  Trade  Oomimssion,  industry 
analysts,  and  Department  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  de¬ 
termination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility  re¬ 
quirements  of  section  222  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  In  such  workers’  firm, 
or  an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof,  have 
become  totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or  partially 
separated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased  ab¬ 
solutely; 

(3)  That  Imports  of  articles  like  or  directly 
competitive  with  articles  produced  by  such 
workers’  firm  or  an  appropriate  subdivision 
thereof,  have  Increased  either  actual,  or  rela¬ 
tive  to  domestic  production,  and 

(4)  That  such  Increased  Imports  have  con¬ 
tributed  Importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  In  sales 
or  production.  The  term  “contributed  Im¬ 
portantly’’  means  a  cause  which  Is  Important 
but  not  necessarily  more  important  than  any 
other  cause. 

The  Department’s  investigation  re¬ 
vealed  that  all  four  of  the  above  criteria 
have  been  met. 

Significant  Total  or  Partial 
Separations 

Layoffs  began  in  June  1976  and  con¬ 
tinued  thereafter  until  the  plant  closed 
in  September  1976. 

Sales  or  Production,  or  Both,  Have 
Decreased  Absolutely 

Sales  decreased  67.7  percent  and  11.0 
percent  in  July  and  August  1976,  respec¬ 
tively  compared  to  the  same  months  in 

1975.  All  sales  and  production  ceased 
when  the  plant  shut  down  in  September 

1976.  Sales  equalled  production. 


Increased  Imports 

Imports  of  men’s  w’oven  dress  shirts 
increased  86.0  percent  in  the  first  nine 
months  of  1976  compared  to  the  like  pe¬ 
riod  in  1975.  Imports  of  men's  knit  shirts 
increased  13.2  percent  in  the  first  nine 
months  of  1976  compared  to  the  like  pe¬ 
riod  in  1975. 

Contributed  Importantly 

The  manufacturer  for  whom  the  com¬ 
pany  produced  men’s  shirts  also  con¬ 
tracts  and  imports  shirts  from  abroad. 
Customers  of  this  manufacturer  indi¬ 
cated  that  they  increased  purchases  of 
Imports  of  men’s  shirts. 

v  Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  increased  imports  of  men’s  shirts 
have  contributed  importantly  to  the  total 
or  partial  separations  of  workers  at  the 
Lowell.  Massachusetts  plant  of  Delton 
Shirtmakers.  Inc.  In  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  the  Act,  I  make  the  follow¬ 
ing  certification: 

All  workers  at  the  Lowell,  Massachusetts 
plant  of  Delton  Shirtmakers.  Inc.  who  be¬ 
came  totally  or  partially  separated  from  em¬ 
ployment  on  or  after  May  29.  1976  are  eligible 
to  apply  for  adjustment  assistance  under 
Title  II.  Chapter  2  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington.  D.C..  this  29th 
day  of  April  1977. 

James  F.  Taylor, 
Director.  Office  of  Management, 
Administration  and  Planning. 

(FR  Doc.77-13294  Filed  6-9-77;8:«  ami 


ITA-W-1307J 

DELTON  SHIRTMAKERS,  INC. 

Certification  Regarding  Eligibility  To  Apply 
'for  Worker  Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department  of 
Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of  TA¬ 
W-1307:  investigation  regarding  certi¬ 
fication  of  eligibility  to  apply  for  worker 
adjustment  assistance  as  prescribed  in 
Section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
November  29.  1976,  in  response  to  a 
worker  petition  received  on  that  date 
which  was  filed  by  the  Amalgamated 
Clothing  and  Textile  Workers  Union  on 
behalf  of  workers  and  former  workers 
producing  men’s  shirts  at  the  New  Bed¬ 
ford,  Massachusetts  plant  of  Delton 
Shirtmakers,  Inc. 

The  Notice  of  Investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
December  14.  1976  (41  FR  54555).  No 
public  hearing  was  requested  and  none 
was  held. 

The  information  upon  which  the 
determination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  of  Delton 
Shirtmakers.  Inc.,  its  customers,  the  U.S. 
Department  of  Commerce,  the  U.S. 
International  Trade  Commission,  in¬ 
dustry  analysts,  and  Department  files. 


In  order  to  make  an  affirmative 
determination  and  issue  a  certification 
of  eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  section  222  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  In  such  workers’  firm,  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof,  have 
become  totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or  partially 
separated: 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased 
absolutely; 

(3)  That  Imports  of  articles  like  or  directly 
competitive  with  articles  produced  by  such 
workers’  firm  or  an  appropriate  subdivision 
thereof,  have  increased  either  actual,  or 
relative  to  domestic  production,  and 

(4)  That  such  Increased  imports  have 
contributed  importantly  to  the  separations, 
or  threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  in  sales 
or  production.  The  term  “contributed  Im¬ 
portantly"  means  a  cause  which  Is  Important 
but  not  necessarily  more  important  than  any 
other  cause. 

The  Department’s  investigation  re¬ 
vealed  that  all  four  of  the  above  criteria 
have  been  met. 

Significant  Total  or  Partial 
Separations 

Layoffs  began  in  January  1976  and  all 
employment  ceased  when  the  plant 
closed  in  September  1976. 

Sales  or  Production,  or  Both  Have 
Decreased  Absolutely 

Unit  sales  decreased  67.7  percent  and 
11.0  percent  in  July  and  August  1976 
compared  to  the  like  periods  in  1975.  All 
sales  and  production  ceased  when  the 
plant  shut  down  in  September  1976. 
Sales  equalled  production. 

Increased  Imports 

Imports  of  men’s  woven  dress  shirts 
increased  86.0  percent  in  the  first  nine 
months  of  1976  compared  to  the  like 
period  in  1975.  Imports  of  men’s  knit 
shirts  increased  13.2  percent  in  the  first 
nine  months  of  1976  compared  to  the 
like  period  in  1975. 

Contributed  Importantly 

The  manufacturer  for  whom  the  com¬ 
pany  produced  men’s  shirts  also  con¬ 
tracts  and  imports  shirts  from  abroad. 
Customers  of  this  manufacturer  indi¬ 
cated  that  they  increased  purchases  of 
imports  of  men’s  shirts. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  Increased  imports  of  men’s  shirts 
have  contributed  importantly  to  the  total 
or  partial  separations  of  workers  at  the 
New  Bedford,  Massachusetts  plant  of 
Delton  Shirtmakers.  Inc.  In  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  the  Act.  I  make 
the  following  certification: 

All  workers  at  the  New  Bedford.  Massachu¬ 
setts  plant  of  Delton  Shirtmakers.  Inc.  who 
became  totally  or  partially  separated  from 
employment  on  or  after  January  2.  1976  are 
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eligible  to  apply  for  adjustment  assistance 
under  Title  II,  Chapter  2  of  the  Trade  Act 
of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  29th 
day  of  April  1977. 

James  F.  Taylor, 
Director,  Office  of  Management, 
Administration,  and  Planning. 

|  FR  Doc.77-13293  Filed  5-9-77:8:45  am] 

|TA-W-1688] 

DENISON  COTTON  MILL  CO. 

Certification  Regarding  Eligibility  To  Apply 
for  Worker  Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department  of 
Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of  TA- 
W-1688:  investigation  regarding  certifi¬ 
cation  of  eligibility  to  apply  for  worker 
adjustment  assistance  as  prescribed  in 
Section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
March  1,  1977,  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  that  date  which  was 
filed  on  behalf  of  workers  and  former 
workers  producing  cotton  duck  at  the 
Denison  Cotton  Mill  Company,  Denison, 
Texas. 

The  Notice  of  Investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  March  11, 
1977  (42  FR  13628).  No  public  hearing 
was  requested  and  none  was  held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained  prin¬ 
cipally  from  the  Denison  Cotton  Mill 
Company,  its  customers,  the  U.S.  De¬ 
partment  of  Commerce,  industry  anal¬ 
ysts,  and  Department  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  de¬ 
termination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  assist¬ 
ance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility  re¬ 
quirements  of  section  222  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  In  the  workers’  firm,  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof,  have  be¬ 
come  totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or  partially 
separated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased  ab¬ 
solutely: 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  are  being  imported  in  increased 
quantities,  either  actual  or  relative  to  domes¬ 
tic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  Increased  imports  have  con¬ 
tributed  Importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  in  sales 
or  production.  The  term  "contributed  impor¬ 
tantly”  means  a  cause  which  is  important 
but  not  necessarily  more  Important  than  any 
other  cause. 

The  investigation  has  revealed  that  all 
four  of  the  above  criteria  have  been  met. 

Significant  Total  or  Partial 
Separations 

Employment  at  the  Denison  Cotton 
Mill  Company  declined  9  percent  in  1975 
compared  to  1974  and  declined  33  per¬ 
cent  in  1976  compared  to  1975. 


Sales  or  Production,  or  Both,  Have 
Decreased  Absolutely 

Production  at  the  Denison  Cotton  Mill 
Company  declined  42  percent  in  1975 
compared  to  1974  and  declined  11  per¬ 
cent  in  1976  compared  to  1975. 

Increased  Imports 

Imports  of  cotton  duck  have  increased 
from  $30.5  million  in  1973  to  $40.9  mil¬ 
lion  in  1974.  Imports  declined  to  $19.8 
million  in  1975  but  increased  in  1976  to 
$38.3  million. 

Contributed  Importantly 

Customers  of  the  Denison  Cotton  Mill 
Company  increased  purchases  of  im¬ 
ported  cotton  duck. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  increases  of  imports  like  or  directly 
competitive  with  cotton  duck  produced 
at  the  Denison  Cotton  Mill  Company 
contributed  importantly  to  the  total  or 
partial  separation  of  the  workers  of  that 
plant.  In  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  the  Act,  I  make  the  following  certifi¬ 
cation: 

All  workers  at  the  Denison  Cotton  Mill 
Company,  Denison,  Texas  who  became  to¬ 
tally  or  partially  separated  from  employment 
on  or  after  February  18,  1976  are  eligible  to 
apply  for  adjustment  assistance  under  Title 
II,  Chapter  2  of  the  Trade  Aot  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  29th 
day  of  April  1977. 

James  F.  Taylor, 
Director,  Office  of  Management, 
Administration  and  Planning. 

|FR  Doc.77-13294  Filed  5-9-77:8:45  am] 


[TA-W-1554] 

EMPIRE  OLDSMOBILE 

Negative  Determination  Regarding  Eligi¬ 
bility  To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 
Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department  of 
Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of 
TA-W-1554:  investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance  as  pre¬ 
scribed  in  Section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
January  5,  1977,  in  response  to  a  work¬ 
er  petition  received  on  that  date  which 
was  filed  by  workers  formerly  selling 
Oldsmobile  automobiles  at  Empire  Olds- 
mobile,  New  York,  New  York. 

The  Notice  of  Investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  Jan¬ 
uary  28,  1977  (42  FR  5450).  No  public 
hearing  was  requested  and  none  was 
held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  of  General  Mo¬ 
tors  Corporation,  the  U.S.  Department 
of  Commerce,  the  U.S.  International 


Trade  Commission,  industry  analysts 
and  Department  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  de¬ 
termination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  section  222  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  in  the  workers’  firm, 
or  an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof,  have 
become  totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or  partially 
separated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased  ab¬ 
solutely; 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  compe¬ 
titive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or 
subdivision  are  being  imported  in  Increased 
quantities,  either  actual  or  relative  to  domes¬ 
tic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  Increased  imports  have 
contributed  importantly  to  the  separations, 
or  threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  in 
sales  or  production.  The  term  ’’contributed 
Importantly”  means  a  cause  which  is  impor¬ 
tant  but  not  necessarily  more  important 
than  any  other  cause. 

The  investigation  has  revealed  that 
criterion  (4)  has  not  been  met. 

Significant  Total  or  Partial 
Separations 

Average  hourly  employment  increased 
38.9  percent  from  model  year  (MY)  1975 
to  MY  1976  and  declined  17.4  percent  in 
the  first  seven  months  of  MY  1977  com¬ 
pared  to  the  same  period  in  MY  1976. 
All  hourly  workers  were  permanently 
separated  during  March  1977. 

Average  employment  of  commission 
salesmen  increased  40.0  percent  from 
MY  1975  to  MY  1976  and  increased  14.3 
percent  in  the  first  four  months  of  1977 
compared  to  the  same  period  in  MY 
1977.  All  commission  salesmen  were  sepa¬ 
rated  during -December  1976. 

Average  salaried  employment  was  un¬ 
changed  from  MY  1975  to  MY  1976  and 
declined  35.3  percent  in  the  first  seven 
months  of  MY  1977  compared  to  the 
same  period  in  MY  1976.  The  company 
expects  all  salaried  employees  to  be 
separated  by  the  end  of  April  1977. 

Sales  or  Production,  or  Both, 
Have  Declined  Absolutely 

All  new  cars  sold  by  Empire  Oldsmo¬ 
bile  were  supplied  by  the  Oldsmobile  Di¬ 
vision  of  General  Motors.  The  automo¬ 
bile  model  year  used  by  General  Motors 
runs  from  September  through  the  fol¬ 
lowing  August. 

Shipments  of  luxury  small  cars  to  Em¬ 
pire  Oldsmobile  declined  29.8  percent 
from  MY  1975  to  MY  1976  and  were  un¬ 
changed  in  the  first  quarter  of  MY  1977 
compared  to  the  same  period  in  MY  1976. 
From  MY  1975  through  the  first  quarter 
of  MY  1977,  luxury  small  cars  repre¬ 
sented  3.1  percent  of  total  automobile 
shipments  to  Empire  Oldsmobile. 

Shipments  of  compact  cars  to  Empire 
Oldsmobile  increased  97.9  percent  from 
MY  1975  to  MY  1976  and  declined  12.5 
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percent  in  the  first  quarter  of  MY  1977 
compared  to  the  same  period  in  MY 
1976.  From  MY  1975  through  the  first 
quarter  of  MY  1977.  compact  cars  repre¬ 
sented  10.2  percent  of  total  automobile 
shipments  to  Empire  Olds  mobile. 

Shipments  of  intermediate  size  cars  to 
Empire  Oldsmobile  increased  71.4  from 
MY  1975  to  MY  1976  and  increased  36.3 
percent  in  the  first  quarter  of  MY  1977 
compared  to  the  same  period  in  MY  1976. 
From  MY  1975  through  the  first  quarter 
of  MY  1977.  intermediate  size  cars  rep¬ 
resented  56.1  percent  of  total  automobile 
shipments  of  Empire  Oldsmobile. 

Shipments  of  full  size  cars  to  Empire 
Oldsmobile  increased  16.0  percent  from 
MY  1975  to  MY  1976  and  increased 

117.3  percent  in  the  first  quarter  of  MY 
1977  compared  to  the  same  period  in  MY 
1976.  From  MY  1975  through  the  first 
quarter  of  MY  1977,  full  size  cars  repre¬ 
sented  30.6  percent  of  total  automobile 
shipments  to  Empire  Oldsmobile. 

Increased  Imports 

Sales  of  imported  luxury  cars  de¬ 
creased  from  250.8  thousand  units  com¬ 
prising  100.0  percent  of  the  market  in 
MY  1973  to  223.1  thousand  units  com¬ 
prising  35.7  percent  of  the  market  in  MY 

1974.  In  MY  1975,  import  sales  increased 
to  354.0  thousand  units  comprising  36.1 
percent  of  the  market.  In  the  first  three 
quarters  of  MY  1976.  sales  of  imports 
were  198.1  thousand  units  comprising 

17.2  percent  of  the  market  compared  to 

261.3  thousand  units  comprising  38.0 
•percent  of  the  market  for  the  same 
period  in  MY  1975. 

Sales  of  imported  compact  cars  de¬ 
creased  from  344.4  thousand  units  com¬ 
prising  17.4  percent  of  the  market  in  MY 
1973  to  238.3  thousand  units  comprising 

13.2  percent  of  the  market  in  MY  1974. 
In  MY  1975,  import  sales  declined  to 
114.1  thousand  units  comprising  7.8  per¬ 
cent  of  the  market.  In  the  first  three 
quarters  of  MY  1976,  sales  of  imports 
were  39.2  thousand  units  comprising  3.8 
percent  of  the  market  compared  to  93.5 
thousand  units  comprising  8.5  percent 
of  the  market  for  the  same  period  of  MY 

1975. 

Sales  of  imported  intermediate  size 
cars  increased  from  265.1  thousand  units 
comprising  9.7  percent  of  the  market  in 
MY  1973  to  269.2  thousand  units  com¬ 
prising  11.7  percent  of  the  market  in  MY 
1974.  In  MY  1975,  import  sales  declined 
to  189.4  thousand  units  comprising  9.9 
percent  of  the  market.  In  the  first  three 
(  quarters  of  MY  1976,  sales  of  imports 
were  212.4  thousand  units  comprising 
10.5  percent  of  the  market  compared  to 
131.0  thousand  units  comprising  9.4  per¬ 
cent  of  the  market  for  the  same  period 
in  MY  1975. 

Sales  of  imported  full  size  cars  de¬ 
creased  from  148.6  thousand  units  com¬ 
prising  3.9  percent  of  the  market  in 
MY  1973  to  43.5  thousand  units  compris¬ 
ing  1.9  percent  of  the  market  in  MY  1974 
and  then  increased  to  180.5  thousand 


units  comprising  12.0  percent  of  the 
domestic  full  size  car  market  in  MY  1975. 
In  the  first  three  quarters  of  MY  1976, 
sales  of  imports  were  159.3  thousand 
units  comprising  10.8  percent  of  the 
market  compared  to  150.8  thousand  units 
comprising  13.1  percent  of  the  market 
for  the  same  period  of  MY  1975. 

Contributed  Importantly 

Empire  Oldsmobile  was  a  retail  car 
dealership  engaged  in  the  marketing  of 
new  Oldsmobile  cars  in  the  luxury  small, 
compact,  intermediate  and  full  size  car 
classes.  The  dealership  opened  in 
September  1974  and  was  closed  in  Feb¬ 
ruary  1977. 

During  the  period  of  its  operation.  Em¬ 
pire  Oldsmobile  was  under  the  full  oper¬ 
ating  and  financial  control  of  the  Olds¬ 
mobile  Division  of  General  Motors.  The 
opening  of  Empire  Oldsmobile  in  Sep¬ 
tember  1974  was  based  upon  General 
Motors'  desire  to  locate  an  Oldsmobile 
dealership  in  mid-town  New  York  City 
at  a  time  when  no  independent  dealer¬ 
ships  were  operating  in  that  area.  The 
ownership  and  operational  control  of  a 
retail  dealership  by  General  Motors  is 
not  typical  of  the  relationship  that  the 
firm  establishes  with  its  retail  dealer¬ 
ships.  It  is  General  Motors’  policy  to 
maintain  a  system  of  independent  retail 
dealerships  which  market  the  cars  Gen¬ 
eral  Motors  manufactures.  Of  the  ap¬ 
proximately  13,700  General  Motors  deal¬ 
erships  operating  in  the  United  ■States 
and  Canada  since  1972,  only  five  (in¬ 
cluding  Empire  Oldsmobile)  have  been 
owned  and  operated  by  General  Motors. 
General  Motors  is  in  the  process  of  clos¬ 
ing  all  five  of  these  dealerships.  Sub¬ 
sequent  to  the  opening  of  Empire  Olds¬ 
mobile  by  General  Motors,  several  Olds¬ 
mobile  franchises  were  granted  to  in¬ 
dependent  dealers  in  mid-town  New  York 
City.  With  its  competitive  presence  in  the 
central  city  area  assured,  General  Motors 
decided  that  continued  ownership  and 
operation  of  Empire  Oldsmobile  was  no 
longer  necessary.  The  decision  to  close 
Empire  Oldsmobile  was  based  on  General 
Motors’  corporate  policy  to  operate  a 
network  of  independent  retail  dealer¬ 
ships  with  no  corporate  control  by  Gen¬ 
eral  Motors. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation.  I  conclude 
that  increases  of  imports  like  or  directly 
competitive  with  luxury  small,  compact, 
intermediate  and  full  size  cars  sold  by 
Empire  Oldsmobile,  New  York,  New 
York,  did  not  contribute  importantly  to 
the  total  or  partial  separation  of  the 
workers  at  that  firm. 

Signed  at  Washington.  D.C.,  this  29th 
Day  of  April  1977. 

James  F.  Taylor, 
Director.  Office  of  Management, 
Administration  and  Planning. 

|FR  Doc.77-13298  Filed  5-9-77:8:45  am| 


|TA-W-1304| 

ETTELSON  OF  PHILADELPHIA.  INC., 
PHILADELPHIA.  PENNSYLVANIA 

Negative  Determination  Regarding  Eligi¬ 
bility  To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 

Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department  of 
Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of  TA¬ 
W-1304:  investigation  regarding  certifi¬ 
cation  of  eligibility  to  apply  for  worker 
adjustment  assistance  as  prescribed  in 
section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on  No¬ 
vember  29,  1976  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  November  29.  1976 
which  was  filed  by  the  Amalgamated 
Clothing  and  Textile  Workers  Union  on 
behalf  of  workers  and  former  workers 
producing  men’s  big  and  tall  size  suits, 
sportscoats  and  slacks  at  the  Philadel¬ 
phia.  Pennsylvania  plant  of  Ettelson  of 
Philadelphia.  Inc. 

The  Notice  of  Investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  De¬ 
cember  14.  1976  (41  FR  54556).  No  public 
hearing  was  requested  and  none  was 
held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  of  Ettelson  of 
Philadelphia.  Inc.,  its  customers,  the 
U.S.  Department  of  Commerce,  the  U.S. 
International  Trade  Commission,  indus¬ 
try  analysts,  and  Department  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  deter¬ 
mination  and  issue  a  certification  of  eli¬ 
gibility  to  applv  for  adjustment  assist¬ 
ance.  each  of  the  group  eligibility  re¬ 
quirements  of  section  222  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  in  the  workers'  firm,  or 
an  aopropriate  subdivision  thereof,  have  be¬ 
come  totally  or  partially  separated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased  ab¬ 
solutely: 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  are  being  imported  in  Increased 
Quantities,  either  actual  or  relative  to  do¬ 
mestic  production:  and 

(4)  That  such  increased  Imports  have  con¬ 
tributed  Importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  in  sales 
or  production.  The  term  "contributed  lm- 
Dortantly"  means  a  cause  which  is  impor¬ 
tant  but  not  necessarily  more  important 
than  any  other  cause. 

Without  regard  to  whether  anv  of  the 
above  criteria  have  been  met,  the  De¬ 
partment's  investigation  indicates  that 
criteria  (3)  and  (4)  have  not  been  met. 

According  to  the  best  estimates  avail¬ 
able  imports  of  men’s  big  and  tall  size 
suits,  sportcoats  and  slacks  are  negligible. 

Customers  indicated  that  they  would 
still  be  purchasing  from  the  company 
had  it  not  shut  down  and  further  indi¬ 
cated  that  their  purchases  of  imports 
of  big  and  tall  size  men’s  suits,  sport¬ 
coats  and  slacks  were  negligible. 
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Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  imports  of  articles  like  or  directly 
competitive  with  men’s  suits,  sportcoats 
and  slacks  produced  at  the  Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania  plant  of  Ettelson  of  Phila¬ 
delphia  Inc.,  have  not  increased  as  re¬ 
quired  for  certification  under  Section  222 
of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  li.C.,  this  29th 
day  of  April  1977. 

James  F.  Taylor, 
Director,  Office  of  Management, 
Administration  and  Planning. 

[FR  Doc.77-13297  Filed  5-9-77:8:45  am] 


ITA-W-1679] 

GILBERT  SHOE  CO. 

Certification  Regarding  Eligibility  To  Apply 
for  Worker  Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department  of 
Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of  TA¬ 
W-1679:  investigation  regarding  certifi¬ 
cation  of  eligibility  to  apply  for  worker 
adjustment  assistance  as  prescribed  in 
section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
February  15, 1977  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  February  15,  1977 
which  was  filed  by  three  workers  on  be¬ 
half  of  workers  and  former  workers  pro¬ 
ducing  children’s  and  babies’  shoes  at 
The  Gilbert  Shoe  Company  in  Thiens- 
ville,  Wisconsin. 

The  Notice  of  Investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
March  8,  1977  (42  FR  13085).  No  public 
hearing  was  requested  and  none  was  held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained  prin¬ 
cipally  from  officials  of  the  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Commerce,  the  U.S.  Interna¬ 
tional  Trade  Commission,  The  Gilbert 
Shoe  Company  and  its  customers,  indus¬ 
try  analysts  and  Department  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  deter¬ 
mination  and  issue  a  certification  of  eli¬ 
gibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  assist¬ 
ance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility  re¬ 
quirements  of  section  222  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  in  the  workers'  firm,  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof,  have  be¬ 
come  totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or  partially  sep¬ 
arated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased  ab¬ 
solutely; 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  are  being  imported  in  Increased 
quantities,  either  actual  or  relative  to  do¬ 
mestic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  increased  imports  have  con¬ 
tributed  Importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat,  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  in  sales 
or  production.  The  term  "contributed  Impor¬ 
tantly"  means  a  cause  which  is  important 
but  not  necessarily  more  important  than  any 
other  cause. 

The  investigation  has  revealed  that  all 
four  of  the  above  criteria  have  been  met. 


Significant  Total  or  Partial 
Separations 

The  average  weekly  number  of  em¬ 
ployees  decreased  2.0  percent  in  1975 
compared  with  1974,  decreased  2.0  per¬ 
cent  in  1976  compared  with  1975  and  de¬ 
creased  27.7  percent  in  the  first  quarter 
of  1977  compared  with  the  first  quarter 
of  1976. 

Average  weekly  hours  worked  de¬ 
creased  11.5  percent  in  1975  compared 
with  1974,  increased  6.5  percent  in  1976 
compared  with  1975  and  decreased  8.8 
percent  in  the  first  quarter  of  1977  com¬ 
pared  with  the  first  quarter  of  1976. 

Sales  or  Production,  or  Both,  Have 
Decreased  Absolutely 

Sales  of  children’s  and  babies’  shoes  in 
terms  of  quantity,  including  women’s 
safety  shoes,  decreased  15.4  percent  in 
1975  compared  with  1974  and  decreased 
7.0  percent  in  1976  compared  with  1975. 

Production  of  children’s  and  babies’ 
shoes  in  terms  of  quantity,  including 
women’s  safety  shoes,  decreased  12.1 
percent  in  1975  compared  with  1974  and 
decreased  6.9  percent  in  1976  compared 
with  1975. 

Increased  Imports 

Imports  of  children’s  nonrubber  foot¬ 
wear  in  terms  of  quantity  decreased  17.7 
percent  in  1973  compared  with  1972,  de¬ 
creased  12.9  percent  in  1974  compared 
with  1973,  decreased  9.0  percent  in  1975 
compared  with  1974  and  increased  42.3 
percent  in  1976  compared  with  1975.  The 
ratios  of  imports  to  domestic  production 
and  consumption  increased  from  60.0  and 
37.5  percent,  respectively,  in  1975  to  72.1 
and  41.9  percent,  respectively,  in  1976. 

Imports  of  infants’  and  babies’  nonrub¬ 
ber  footwear  in  terms  of  quantity  de¬ 
creased  15.6  percent  in  1973  compared 
with  1972,  decreased  10.5  percent  in  1974 
compared  with  1973,  increased  1.5  per¬ 
cent  in  1975  compared  with  1974  and 
increased  55.1  percent  in  1976  compared 
with  1975.  The  ratios  of  imports  to  do¬ 
mestic  production  and  consumption  in¬ 
creased  from  28  5  and  22.2  percent,  re¬ 
spectively,  in  1975  to  41.0  and  29.1  per¬ 
cent,  respectively,  in  1976. 

Contributed  Importantly 

Customers  indicated  that  they  have  in¬ 
creasingly  shifted  purchases  of  children’s 
and  babies’  shoes  to  foreign  sources  while 
reducing  domestic  purchases.  The  reason 
most  often  cited  for  these  increased  pur¬ 
chases  of  imported  footwear  is  the  price 
differential  which  exists  between  im¬ 
ported  children’s  and  babies’  shoes  and 
that  footwear  purchased  from  domestic 
manufacturers. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  increases  of  imports  like  or  directly 
competitive  with  children’s  and  babies’ 
shoes  produced  by  The  Gilbert  Shoe 
Company  in  Thiensville,  Wisconsin  con¬ 
tributed  importantly  to  the  total  or  par¬ 
tial  separation  of  the  workers  at  that 
plant.  In  accordance  with  the  provisions 


of  the  Act,  I  make  the  following  certifi¬ 
cation: 

All  workers  engaged  in  employment  re- 
lrted  to  the  production  of  children's  and 
babies'  shoes  at  The  Gilbert  Shoe  Company 
In  Thiensville,  Wisconsin  who  became  totally 
or  partially  separated  from  employment  on  or 
after  April  17,  1976  aie  eligible  to  apply  for 
adjustment  assistance  under  Title  n.  Chap¬ 
ter  2  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  29th 
day  of  April  1977. 

James  F.  Taylor, 
Director,  Office  of  Management, 
Administration  and  Planning. 

|FR  Doc.77-13298  Filed  5-9-77:8:45  am] 


,  JTA-W-1667] 

GOLD  SEAL  GARTER  CORP. 

Certification  Regarding  Eligibility  To  Apply 
for  Worker  Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department  of 
Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of  TA¬ 
W-1667:  investigation  regarding  certifi¬ 
cation  of  eligibility  to  apply  for  worker 
adjustment  assistance  as  prescribed  in 
section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
February  17,  1977  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  February  2,  1977 
which  was  filed  by  the  International  La¬ 
dies’  Garment  Workers’  Union  on  behalf 
of  workers  and  former  workers  of  the 
New  York,  New  York  plant  of  Gold  Seal 
Garter  Corporation. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (42  FR 
13086)  on  March  8, 1977.  No  public  hear¬ 
ing  was  requested  and  none  was  held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  of  Gold  Seal 
Garter  Corporation,  its  customers,  the 
U.S.  International  Trade  Commission, 
tne  U.S.  Department  of  Commerce,  in¬ 
dustry  analysts  and  Department  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  de¬ 
termination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility  re¬ 
quirements  of  section  222  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  in  the  workers’  firm,  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof,  have 
become  totally  or  partially  separated;  or  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or  partially 
separated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased 
absolutely; 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  competl- 
tlve  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  are  being  Imported  In  Increased 
quantities,  either  actual  or  relative  to  do¬ 
mestic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  increased  imports  have  con¬ 
tributed  Importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  in  sales 
or  production.  The  term  "contributed  im¬ 
portantly”  means  a  cause  which  is  Important 
but  not  necessarily  more  Important  than  any 
other  cause. 

The  investigation  revealed  that  all  four 
of  the  above  criteria  have  been  met. 
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Significant  Total  or  Partial 
Separations 

Employment  of  production  workers  at 
the  plant  Increased  3.4  percent  In  1975 
compared  to  1974  and  decreased  6.7  per¬ 
cent  In  1976  compared  to  1975. 

Sales  or  Production,  or  Both, 
Hate  Decreased  Absolutely 

Sales  of  brass iers  and  girdles  by  Gold 
Seal  Garter  Corporation  decreased  6.4 
percent  in  1975  compared  to  1974  and  2.1 
percent  in  1976  compared  to  1975. 

Increased  Imports 

Imports  of  brassieres,  bra-lettes  and 
bandeaux  Increased  each  year,  from  4995 
thousand  dozen  in  1971  to  6921  thousand 
dozen  in  1975.  Imports  Increased  26.4 
percent  in  1976  compared  to  1975,  from 
6921  thousand  dozen  to  8751  thousand 
dozen. 

Imports  of  girdles  and  corsets  in¬ 
creased  each  year  from  66  thousand 
dozen  in  1973  to  137  thousand  dozen  in 
1975.  Imports  increased  68.6  percent  in 
1976  compared  to  1975,  from  137  thou¬ 
sand  dozen  to  231  thousand  dozen. 

Contributed  Importantly 

A  sample  of  Gold  Seal  Garter  Corpora¬ 
tion’s  customers  indicated  that  several 
of  these  customers  Increased  their  pur¬ 
chases  of  Imported  brassieres  and  girdles 
while  decreasing  their  purchases  of  bras¬ 
sieres  and  girdles  from  Gold  Seal  Garter 
Corporation. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  Investigation,  I  conclude 
that  increases  of  Imports  like  or  directly 
competitive  with  brassieres  and  girdles 
produced  at  the  New  York,  New  York 
plant  of  the  Gold  Seal  Garter  Corpora¬ 
tion  contributed  Importantly  to  the  total 
or  partial  separation  of  the  workers  at 
that  plant.  In  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Act,  I  make  the  following 
certification: 

All  workers  at  the  New  York,  New  York 
plant  of  the  Gold  Seal  Garter  Corporation 
who  became  totally  or  partially  separated 
from  employment  on  or  after  January  38, 
1976  are  eligible  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance  under  Title  II,  Chapter  2  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  29th 
day  of  April  1977. 

James  F.  Taylor, 
Director,  Office  of  Management, 
Administration  and  Planning. 

[FR  Doc.77-13299  Filed  6-9-77:8:45  ami 


[TA-W-1S85,  1386,  1387,  17831 

H.  W.  GOSSARD  CO. 

Negative  Determination  Regarding  Eligi¬ 
bility  To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 
Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department  of 
Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of  TA¬ 
W-1385;  1386;  1987;  and  1783:  investi¬ 
gation  regarding  certification  of  eligi¬ 
bility  to  apply  for  worker  adjustment  as¬ 


sistance  as  prescribed  in  section  222  of 
the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on  De¬ 
cember  8,  1976  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  December  8,  1976 
which  were  filed  by  the  International 
Ladies’  Garment  Workers  Union  on  be¬ 
half  of  workers  and  former  workers  pro¬ 
ducing  ladies’  slips,  and  panties  at  the 
Arkansas  and  Missouri  plants  of  H.  W. 
Gossard  Company,  Chicago,  Illinois. 

The  notices  of  investigation  were  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  Janu¬ 
ary  4,  1977  (42  FR  882  and  883)  and  on 
March  25,  1977  (42  FR  16200) .  No  public 
hearing  was  requested  and  none  was 
held. 

The  Information  upon  which  the 
determination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  of  H.  W.  Gos¬ 
sard  Company,  its  customers,  the  US. 
Department  of  Commerce,  the  U.S.  In¬ 
ternational  Trade  Commission,  industry 
analysts,  and  Department  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  de¬ 
termination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance,  each  of  the  group  ellg&Oity 
requirements  of  Section  222  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974,  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  In  the  workers’  firm,  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof,  have  be¬ 
come  totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or  partially 
separated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased  ab¬ 
solutely; 

(8)  That  articles  like  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  with  those  produced  by  tho  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  are  being  Imported  In  Increased 
quantities,  either  actual  or  relative  to  domes¬ 
tic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  Increased  Imports  have  con¬ 
tributed  Importantly  to  the  separation,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  In  sales 
or  production.  The  term  “contributed  Im¬ 
portantly"  means  a  cause  which  Is  Important 
but  not  necessarily  more  Important  than  any 
other  cause. 

The  Department’s  investigation  re¬ 
vealed  that  criteria  one  (1)  was  not  met 
at  the  Piggott,  Arkansas  plant  (TA-W- 
1385)  and  that  criteria  two  (2)  and  four 
(4)  were  not  met  at  the  Popular  Bluff, 
Missouri  (TA-W-1386) ;  Malden  Air 
Base.  Missouri  (TA-W-1387) ;  and  the 
Malden,  Missouri  (TA-W-1783)  plants. 

Significant  Total  or  Partial 
Separations 

Employment  of  production  workers  at 
the  Popular  Bluff,  Missouri  plant  de¬ 
clined  21  percent  from  1974  to  1975  and 
declined  3  percent  from  1975  to  1976. 

Empolyment  of  production  workers  at 
the  Malden,  Missouri  plant  declined  25 
percent  from  1974  to  1975  and  declined 
3  percent  from  1975  to  1976. 

Employment  of  production  workers  at 
the  Plgott,  Arkansas  plant  declined  12 
percent  from  1974  to  1975  and  increased 
14  percent  from  1975  to  1976. 

Employment  of  production  workers  at 
the  Malden  Air  Force,  Missouri  plant  re¬ 
mained  constant  from  1974  to  1975  and 
increased  1  percent  from  1975  to  1976, 


Sales,  Production,  or  Both  Decreased 
Absolutely 

Sales  of  ladies'  sleepwear  by  the  Lin¬ 
gerie  Division  declined  10  percent  from 
1974  to  1975  and  declined  18  percent 
from  1975  to  1976. 

Production  of  ladies’  sleepwear  at  the 
Poplar  Bluff.  Missouri  plant  declined  24 
percent  from  1974  to  1975  and  Increased 
16  percent  in  the  first  eleven  months  of 
1976  compered  to  the  first  eleven  months 
of  1975. 

Production  of  ladies’  sleepwear  at  the 
Malden,  Missouri  plant  declined  10  per¬ 
cent  from  1974  to  1975  and  increased  6 
percent  in  the  first  eleven  months  of 
1976  compared  to  the  first  eleven  months 
of  1975. 

The  Piggott,  Arkansas  plant  contains 
the  cutting  operation  for  the  Lingerie 
Division. 

Sales  of  ladles’  slips  and  panties  by  the 
Lingerie  Division  of  Gossard  Company 
increased  29  percent  from  1974  to  1975 
and  increased  8  percent  from  1975  to 
1976. 

Production  of  ladies’  slips  and  panties 
at  the  Malden  Air  Base,  Missouri  plant 
declined  5  percent  from  1974  to  1975 
and  Increased  26  percent  In  the  first 
eleven  months  of  1976  compared  to  the 
first  eleven  months  of  1975. 

All  production  and  employees  of  the 
Malden  Air  Base  plant  were  transferred 
to  the  Malden,  Missouri  plant  In  Jan¬ 
uary  1977. 

Increased  Imports 

Imports  of  women’s,  misses’  and 
juniors’  non-cotton  sleepwear  declined 
absolutely  from  1971  to  1972  and  from 
1972  to  1973.  Imports  increased  abso¬ 
lutely  from  1973  to  1974  and  then  de¬ 
clined  absolutely  and  relatively  from 
1974  to  1975.  Imports  Increased  51  per¬ 
cent  from  1975  to  1976.  Imports  pf  wo¬ 
men’s,  misses’  and  juniors’  cotton  sleep- 
wear  Increased  43  percent  from  1975  to 
1976. 

Contributed  Importantly 

Customers  of  H.W.  Gossard  were  sur¬ 
veyed  regarding  their  purchases  of  ladies’ 
slips,  panties  and  sleepwear.  Most  cus¬ 
tomers  stated  they  did  not  shift  pur¬ 
chases  to  imported  panties  and  sleep- 
wear. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  Increases  of  imports  like  or  directly 
competitive  with  ladies’  slips,  panties 
and  sleepwear  produced  at  the  Piggott, 
Arkansas;  Poplar  Bluff,  Missouri; 
Malden,  Missouri  and  Malden  Air  Base, 
Missouri  plants  of  H.  W.  Gossard  Com¬ 
pany,  Chicago,  Illinois  did  not  contribute 
importantly  to  the  decline  in  sales  and 
production  or  to  the  total  or  partial  sep¬ 
aration  of  workers  of  these  plants. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  29th 
day  of  April  1977. 

James  F.  Taylor, 
Director,  Office  of  Management, 
Administration  and  Planning. 

|FR  Doc.77-13302  Filed  6-0-77; 8: 45  am) 
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[TA-W-1541] 

HEAVENLY  SHOE  CO..  WILKES-BARRE, 
PENNSYLVANIA 

Certification  Regarding  Eligibility  To  Apply 
for  Worker  Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department  of 
Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of  TA¬ 
W-1541:  investigation  regarding  certi¬ 
fication  of  eligibility  to  apply  for  worker 
adjustment  assistance  as  prescribed  in 
section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
January  4,  1977  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  that  date  which  was 
filed  by  the  Boot  and  Shoe  Worker’s 
Union  on  behalf  of  workers  and  former 
workers  producing  women’s  shoes  at  the 
Heavenly  Shoe  Company,  Wilkes-Barre, 
Pennsylvania. 

TTie  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
January  18,  1977  (42  FR  3372).  No  pub¬ 
lic  hearing  was  requested  and  none  was 
held. 

The  information  upon  which  the 
determination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  of  the  Heavenly 
Shoe  Company,  the  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce,  the  U.S.  International  Trade 
Commission,  industry  analysts  and  De¬ 
partment  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  deter¬ 
mination  and  issue  a  certification 
of  eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  Section  222  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  in  the  workers'  firm,  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof,  have  be¬ 
come  totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or  partially 
separated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased 
absolutely; 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  are  being  imported  in  increased 
quantities,  either  actual  or  relative  to 
domestic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  increased  imports  have 
contributed  importantly  to  the  separations, 
or  threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  in 
sales  and  production.  The  term  “contributed 
importantly”  means  a  cause  which  is  im¬ 
portant  but  not  necessarily  more  important 
than  any  other  cause. 

The  investigation  has  revealed  that  all 
of  the  above  criteria  have  been  met. 

Significant  Total  or  Partial 
Separations 

Employment  at  the  Heavenly  Shoe 
Company  declined  31  percent  in  1975 
compared  to  1974  and  increased  32  per¬ 
cent  in  1976  compared  to  1975.  Employ¬ 
ment  declined  15  percent  in  the  fourth 
quarter  of  1976  compared  to  the  previous 
quarter  of  1976  and  declined  25  percent 
compared  to  the  fourth  quarter  of  1975. 
All  workers  were  permanently  laid  off  on 
March  30, 1977. 


Sales  or  Production,  or  Both, 
Have  Decreased  Absolutely 

Sales  of  the  Heavenly  Shoe  Company 
declined  in  quantity  and  value  in  1975 
compared  to  1974  by  43  percent  and  33 
percent,  respectively.  In  1976,  sales  in¬ 
creased  25  percent  in  quantity  and  38 
percent  in  value  compared  to  1975.  In  the 
fourth  quarter  of  1976,  sales  declined  22 
percent  in  quantity  and  23  percent  in 
value  compared  to  the  third  quarter  of 
1976  and  declined  26  percent  in  quantity 
and  15  percent  in  value  compared  to  the 
fourth  quarter  of  1975. 

All  sales  and  production  operations 
were  terminated  on  March  30,  1977. 

Increased  Imports 

Imports  of  women’s  nonrubber  foot¬ 
wear  increased  relative  to  domestic  pro¬ 
duction  and  consumption  from  107.6 
percent  and  51.8  percent,  respectively,  in 
1974  to  119.1  percent  and  54.4  percent, 
respectively,  in  1975.  In  1976  imports  as 
a  percentage  of  production  and  consump¬ 
tion  declined  to  108.8  percent  and  52.1 
percent,  respectively. 

Imports  of  women’s  nonrubber  foot¬ 
wear  increased  192.9  million  pairs  in 
1972  to  206.2  million  pairs  in  1973. 
Imports  declined  to  183.5  million  pairs 
in  1975  but  increased  to  183.5  million 
pairs  in  1976. 

Contributed  Importantly 

Customers  of  Heavenly  Shoe  Com¬ 
pany  indicated  that  they  increased  pur¬ 
chases  of  imports  and  decreased  pur¬ 
chases  from  Heavenly  Shoe. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  increases  of  imports  of  articles  like 
or  directly  competitive  with  women’s 
shoes  produced  by  Heavenly  Shoe  Com¬ 
pany,  Wilkes-Barre,  Pennsylvania  con¬ 
tributed  importantly  to  the  total  or  par¬ 
tial  separations  of  the  workers  of  that 
firm.  In  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974,  I  make  the 
following  certification: 

All  workers  of  the  Heavenly  Shoe  Com¬ 
pany,  Wilkes-Barre,  Pennsylvania  who  be¬ 
come  totally  or  partially  separated  from  em¬ 
ployment  on  or  after  February  28,  1976  are 
eligible  to  apply  for  adjustment  assistance 
under  Title  II,  Chapter  2  of  the  Trade  Act 
of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington.  D.C.,  this  29th 
day  of  April  1977. 

James  F.  Taylor, 
Director,  Office  of  Management, 
Administration,  and  Planning. 

I  FR  Doc.77-13300  Filed  5-9-77:8:45  am] 


|TA-W— 1364  J 

HOMESTEAD  INDUSTRIES,  INC. 

Negative  Determination  Regarding  Eligi¬ 
bility  To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 
Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department  of 


Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of 
TA-W-1364:  investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance  as  pre¬ 
scribed  in  section  222  of  the  Act 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
December  1,  1976  in  response  to  a  work¬ 
er  petition  received  on  December  1,  1976 
which  was  filed  by  the  United  Steelwork¬ 
ers  of  America  on  behalf  of  workers 
producing  valves  at  Plant  No.  1  of  Home¬ 
stead  Industries,  Corapolis,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania. 

The  Notice  of  Investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  Jan¬ 
uary  4,  1977  (42  FR  883).  No  public 
hearing  was  requested  and  none  was 
held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained  from 
Homestead  Industries,  Inc.,  Its  custom¬ 
ers,  the  U.S.  Department  of  Commerce, 
the  U.S.  International  Trade  Commis¬ 
sion,  industry  analysts  and  Department 
files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  deter¬ 
mination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  assist¬ 
ance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility  re¬ 
quirements  of  Section  222  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  In  such  workers’  firm 
or  an  appropriate  subdivision  of  the  firm 
have  become  totally  or  partially  separated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both, 
of  such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased 
absolutely; 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  are  being  Imported  In  increased 
quantities,  either  actual  or  relative  to  domes¬ 
tic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  Increased  imports  have  con¬ 
tributed  importantly  to  the  separations  or 
threat  thereof;  and  to  the  decrease  In  sales 
or  production.  The  term  “contributed  im¬ 
portantly’’  means  a  cause  which  is  impor¬ 
tant  but  not  necessarily  more  important 
than  any  other  cause. 

The  investigation  has  revealed  that  al¬ 
though  the  first  two  criteria  have  been 
met,  criteria  (3)  and  (4)  have  not  been 
met. 

Significant  Total  or  Partial 
Separations 

The  average  number  of  production 
workers  at  Plant  No.  1  decreased  8  per¬ 
cent  in  1975  compared  to  1974.  Employ¬ 
ment  declined  14  percent  in  the  first 
eleven  months  of  1976  compared  to  the 
like  period  in  1975. 

Sales  or  Production,  or  Both.  Have 
Decreased  Absolutely 

Sales,  in  value,  of  valves  at  Plant  No. 
1  declined  36  percent  in  1975  compared 
to  1974.  Sales,  in  value,  declined  7  per¬ 
cent  in  the  first  eleven  months  of  1976 
compared  to  the  like  period  in  1975.  Sales 
are  deflated  using  the  BLS  Wholesale 
Price  Index  for  industrial  valves. 

Increased  Imports 

Imports  of  valves  and  similar  devices 
increased  every  year  from  1971  to  1976, 
from  56.5  million  dollars  in  1971  to  165.1 
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million  dollars  In  1976.  Imports  Increased 
from  127.6  million  dollars  In  the  first 
nine  months  of  1975  to  134 J2  million  dol¬ 
lars  In  the  like  period  of  1976. 

The  ratio  of  Imports  to  domestic  pro¬ 
duction  of  valves  and  similar  devices  In¬ 
creased  from  2.4  percent  In  1971  to  4.7 
percent  in  1976.  This  ratio  declined  from 
4.9  percent  In  the  first  nine  months  of 
1975  to  4.5  percent  In  the  like  period  of 
1976. 

A  more  specific  import  category  for 
foreign  valves  similar  to  valves  pro¬ 
duced  by  Homestead  (for  which  there  Is 
no  matching  available  production  data) 
Is:  Hand-operated  and  check-iron  and 
steel  valves.  Imports  of  this  category 
have  Increased  every  year  from  1971  to 
1975,  from  13.3  million  dollars  to  75.0 
million  dollars.  Imports  declined  from 
59.8  million  dollars  In  the  first  nine 
months  In  1975  to  49.3  million  dollars  In 
In  the  like  period  of  1976. 

Contributed  Importantly 

Customers  of  Homestead  Industries  In¬ 
dicate  that  they  do  not  Import  any  arti¬ 
cles  competitive  with  the  two  types  of 
valves  produced  at  Plant  No.  1  of  Home¬ 
stead  Industries;  lubricated  plug  valves 
and  nonlubricated  ballcentric  valves. 
Customers  Indicated  that  they  have  not 
been  offered  any  Imported  valves  of  the 
type  produced  by  Homestead  because  of 
the  unique  nature  of  these  valves. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  In  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  Increases  of  Imports  of  articles  like 
or  directly  competitive  with  valves  pro¬ 
duced  at  Plant  No.  1  of  Homestead  In¬ 
dustries  Incorporated,  Corao polls,  Penn¬ 
sylvania  did  not  contribute  Importantly 
to  the  total  or  partial  separation  of 
workers  at  that  plant. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  29th 
day  of  April  1977. 

James  F.  Taylor, 
Director,  Office  of  Management, 
Administration  and  Planning. 

|FR  Doc.77-13301  Piled  6-9-77:8:46  am] 


[TA-W  1660] 

INTERNATIONAL  SHOE  CO. 

Certification  Regarding  Eligibility  To  Apply 
for  Worker  Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department  of 
Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of  TA¬ 
W-1660:  investigation  regarding  certi¬ 
fication  of  eligibility  to  apply  for  worker 
adjustment  assistance  as  prescribed  in 
section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigati'on  was  initiated  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  8,  1977  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  February  8.  1977 
which  was  filed  by  three  workers  on  be- 
helf  of  workers  and  former  workers  pro¬ 
ducing  women’s  and  infants’  shoes  at  the 
El  Dorado  Springs.  Missouri  plant  of 
International  Shoe  Company. 

The  notice  of  Investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  In  the  Federal  Register  on 
March  8,  1977  (42  FR  13086) .  No  public 


hearing  was  requested  and  none  was 
held. 

The  Information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  of  the  Inter¬ 
national  Shoe  Company,  Its  customers, 
the  U.S.  Department  of  Commerce,  the 
U.S.  International  Trade  Commission, 
Industry  analysts  and  Department  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  de¬ 
termination  and  Issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility  re¬ 
quirements  of  section  222  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  In  the  workers’  firm,  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof,  have  be¬ 
come  totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or  partially 
separated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased  ab¬ 
solutely; 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or 
subdivision  are  being  Imported  In  Increased 
quantities,  either  actual  or  relative  to  do¬ 
mestic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  Increased  Imports  have  con¬ 
tributed  Importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof  and  to  the  decrease  In  sales 
and  production.  The  term  “contributed  Im¬ 
portantly”  means  a  cause  which  Is  Important 
but  not  necessarily  more  Important  than 
any  other  cause. 

The  Investigation  has  revealed  that  all 
of  the  above  criteria  have  been  met 

Significant  Total  or  Partial 
Separations 

Employment  of  production  workers  de¬ 
clined  11  percent  from  1974  to  1975,  and 
remained  at  the  same  annual  average 
In  1976  as  In  1975.  However,  employ¬ 
ment  declined  16  percent  In  the  last  six 
months  of  1976  compared  to  the  same 
period  of  1975.  The  average  number  of 
hours  worked  declined  10  percent  from 

1974  to  1975  and  declined  9  percent  from 

1975  to  1976.  The  average  hours  worked 
declined  34  percent  In  the  last  six  months 
of  1976  compared  to  the  last  six  months 
of  1975. 

Sales  or  Production,  or  Both,  Have 
Decreased  Absolutely 

Sales  data  are  not  maintained  at  the 
El  Dorado  plant,  since  all  shoes  are 
shipped  to  a  central  distribution  loca¬ 
tion  and  stocked  with  shoes  produced 
at  other  International  plants. 

Production  of  women’s  and  infants’ 
shoes  declined  18  percent  in  quantity 
from  1974  to  1975  and  declined  4  per¬ 
cent  in  quantity  from  1975  to  1976. 
Production  declined  42  percent  in  quan¬ 
tity  in  the  last  half  of  1976  compared 
to  the  last  six  months  of  1975. 

Increased  Imports 

Imports  of  women’s  and  misses’  non¬ 
rubber  footwear,  except  athletic,  in¬ 
creased  absolutely  and  relative  to  domes¬ 
tic  production  from  1972  to  1973,  de¬ 
clined  from  1973  to  1974,  and  then  in¬ 
creased  absolutely  in  each  year  from  1974 
to  1976.  The  ratio  of  imports  to  domestic 
production  declined  from  114.1  percent 
in  1975  to  106.3  percent  in  1976. 


Imports  of  Infants’  and  babies'  non- 
rubber  footwear  declined  absolutely  In 
each  year  from  1972  to  1974,  and  then 
Increased  from  1974  to  1975  and  from 

1975  to  1976.  The  ratio  of  Imports  to  do¬ 
mestic  production  Increased  from  28.5 
percent  In  1975  to  41.0  percent  in  1976. 

Contributed  Importantly 

Retail  customers  switched  purchases 
of  women's  and  infants’  shoes  from  In¬ 
ternational  Shoe  to  imports  from  1975 
to  1976. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  Investigation,  I  conclude 
that  increases  of  Imports  like  or  directly 
competitive  with  women’s  and  Infants’ 
shoes  produced  at  the  El  Dorado  Springs, 
Missouri  plant  of  the  International  Shoe 
Company  contributed  importantly  to  the 
total  or  partied  separation  of  the  workers 
of  that  plant.  In  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  the  Act,  I  make  the  follow¬ 
ing  certification: 

All  workers  engaged  In  employment  re¬ 
lated  to  the  production  of  women’s  and  In¬ 
fants*  shoes  at  the  El  Dorado  Springs,  Mis¬ 
souri  plant  of  the  International  Shoe  Com¬ 
pany  who  became  totally  or  partially  sepa¬ 
rated  from  employment  on  or  after  July  1, 

1976  are  eligible  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance  under  Title  n.  Chapter  2,  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  29th 
day  of  April  1977. 

James  F.  Taylor, 
Director,  Office  of  Management, 
Administration,  and  Planning. 

|  FR  Doc  77-13303  Filed  5-9 -77; 8: 45  ami 


INVESTIGATIONS  REGARDING  CERTIFICA¬ 
TIONS  OF  ELIGIBILITY  TO  APPLY  FOR 

WORKER  ADJUSTMENT  ASSISTANCE 

Petitions  have  been  filed  with  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Labor  under  section  221(a)  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974  (“the  Act”)  and 
are  Identified  In  the  Appendix  to  this 
notice.  Upon  receipt  of  these  petitions, 
the  Director  of  the  Office  of  Trade  Ad¬ 
justment  Assistance,  Bureau  of  Interna¬ 
tional  Labor  Affairs,  has  instituted  in¬ 
vestigations  pursuant  to  section  221  (a)  of 
the  Act  and  29  CFR  90.12. 

The  purpose  of  each  of  the  investiga¬ 
tions  is  to  determine  whether  absolute  or 
relative  increases  of  imports  of  articles 
like  or  directly  competitive  with  articles 
produced  by  the  workers’  firm  or  an  ap¬ 
propriate  subdivision  thereof  have  con¬ 
tributed  importantly  to  an  absolute  de¬ 
cline  in  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  and  to  the  ac¬ 
tual  or  threatened  total  or  partial  sep¬ 
aration  of  a  significant  number  or  pro¬ 
portion  of  the  workers  of  such  firm  or 
subdivision. 

Petitioners  meeting  these  eligibility  re¬ 
quirements  will  be  certified  as  eligible  to 
apply  for  adjustment  assistance  under 
Title  H,  Chapter  2,  of  the  Act  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  Subpart  B  of 
29  CFR  Part  90.  The  Investigations  will 
further  relate,  as  appropriate,  to  the  de¬ 
termination  of  the  date  on  which  total  or 
partial  separations  began  or  threatened 
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to  begin  and  the  subdivision  of  the  firm 
involved. 

Pursuant  to  29  CFR  90.13,  the  peti¬ 
tioners  or  any  other  persons  showing  a 
substantial  interest  in  the  subject  mat¬ 
ter  of  the  investigations  may  request  a 
public  hearing,  provided  such  request  is 
filed  in  writing  with  the  Director,  Office 
of  Trade  Adjustment  Assistance,  at  the 
address  shown  below,  not  later  than  May 
20,  1977. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  comments  regarding  the  sub¬ 
ject  matter  of  the  investigations  to  the 
Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment 


Assistance,  at  the  address  shown  below, 
not  later  than  May  20, 1977. 

The  petitions  filed  in  this  case  are 
available  for  inspection  at  the  Office  of 
the  Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment 
Assistance,  Bureau  of  International  La¬ 
bor  Affairs,  U.S.  Department  of  Labor, 
200  Constitution  Avenue  NW„  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C. 20210. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  26th 
day  of  April  1977. 

Marvin  M.  Fooks, 
Director,  Office  of 
Trade  Adjustment  Assistance. 


Appendix 


Petitioner:  union  I>ate  Date  of 

workers  or  former  Ixication  received  petition  Petition  No.  Articles  produced 

workers  of— 


Aetna  Standard  Engi- 

Elwood  City,  Pa. 

Apr.  25,1977 

Apr. 

1,1977 

TA-W-2,027 

Hot  and  rolling  steel 

neering  Co.  (U8W  A). 
Bradley  Scott  Clothes, 

Fall  River,  Mass. 

Apr.  26,1977 

Apr.  20.1977 

TA-W-2,028 

mills. 

Men's  clothing. 

Inc.  (workers). 

Harwood  Manufaetur- 

Adamsville.  1  enn.  . 

Apr.  2»,  1977 

-do 

TA-W -2.029 

Men's  dress  shirts. 

ing  (ACTWU). 

Quanex  Corp.  (USWA). 

South  Lyon,  Mich.. 

_ do . 

Apr. 

1, 1977 

TA-W-2.080 

<  arhon  and  alloy 

Townsend  Fastening 

Elwood  City,  I’a 

. do . 

_ <ado 

TA-W-2,031 

steel  lubes. 

Industrial  fasteners. 

systems  (USWA). 

Do _ 

Fallstown,  l'a 

_ do _  ... 

-  do. 

TA-W-2,032 

rivets,  and  threaded 
products. 

Do. 

Walworth/Aloyco 

Linden,  N.J _ 

do _ 

Apr.  18, 1977 

TA-W-2,033 

Stainless  si  eel  valves. 

(I.U.E.) 

Do . . 

TA-W-2,034 

Do. 

[FR  Doc.77-13155  Filed  5-9-77:8:45  am] 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

INVESTIGATIONS  REGARDING  CERTIFICA¬ 
TIONS  OF  ELIGIBILITY  TO  APPLY  FOR 

WORKER  ADJUSTMENT  ASSISTANCE 

Petitions  have  been  filed  with  the 
Secretary  of  Labor  under  section  221  <a> 
of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974  (“the  Act’’) 
and  are  identified  in  the  Appendix  to 
this  notice.  Upon  receipt  of  these  peti¬ 
tions,  the  Director  of  the  Office  of  Trade 
Adjustment  Assistance,  Bureau  of  Inter¬ 
national  Labor  Affairs,  has  instituted  in¬ 
vestigations  pursuant  to  section  221(a) 
of  the  Act  and  29  CFR  90.12. 

The  purpose  of  each  of  the  investiga¬ 
tions  is  to  determine  whether  absolute 
or  relative  increases  of  imports  of  arti¬ 
cles  like  or  directly  competitive  with  arti¬ 
cles  produced  by  the  workers’  firm  or  an 
appropriate  subdivision  thereof  have 
contributed  importantly  to  an  absolute 
decline  in  sales  or  production,  or  both, 
of  such  firm  or  subdivision  and  to  the 
actual  or  threatened  total  or  partial 
separation  of  a  significant  number  or 
proportion  of  the  workers  of  such  firm 
or  subdivision. 

Petitioners  meeting  these  eligibility 
requirements  will  be  certified  as  eligible 
to  apply  for  adjustment  assistance 
under  Title  n,  Chapter  2,  of  the  Act  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  Sub¬ 


part  B  of  29  CFR  Part  90.  The  investiga¬ 
tions  will  further  relate,  as  appropriate, 
to-  the  determination  of  the  date  on 
which  total  or  partial  separations  began 
or  threatened  to  begin  and  the  subdivi¬ 
sion  of  the  firm  involved. 

Pursuant  to  29  CFR  90.13,  the  peti¬ 
tioners  or  any  other  persons  showing  a 
substantial  interest  in  the  subject  mat¬ 
ter  of  the  investigations  may  request  a 
public  hearing,  provided  such  request  is 
filed  in  writing  with  the  Director,  Office 
of  Trade  Adjustment  Assistance,  at  the 
address  shown  below,  not  later  than 
May  20,  1977. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  comments  regarding  the 
subject  matter  of  the  investigations  to 
the  Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment 
Assistance,  at  the  address  shown  below, 
not  later  than  May  20.  1977. 

The  petitions  filed  in  this  case  are 
available  for  inspection  at  the  Office  of 
the  Director.  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment 
Assistance,  Bureau  of  International  La¬ 
bor  Affairs,  U.S.  Department  of  Labor, 
200  Constitution  Avenue  NW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20210. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  25th 
day  of  April  1977. 

Marvin  M.  Fooks, 
Director,  Office  of 
Trade  Adjustment  Assistance. 
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Petitioner:  union  Workers  or  former  workers 
of- 

TjmmIm 

Date 

received 

Date  of 
petition 

Petition  No. 

Article*  produced 

Belle-Moc,  Inc.  (Lewiston  Auburn  Sboeworkers 
Protective  Association). 

Lewiston.  Maine . 

...  Apr.  28, 1977 

Apr.  18, 1977 

TA-W-2,023 

Men's  cement  process  shoes. 

Eltra  of  Puerto  Rico,  Inc.  (company) . 

Canovanas,  P.R _ 

. . do... . 

_ do. . 

T  A-W-2,084 

Rubber  and  canvas  footwear  and  leather  athletic 
footwear. 

Hygrade  Handbag  Corp.  (workers) . . 

New  Brunswick,  NJ _ 

...  Apr.  22, 1977 

Apr.  20,1977 

TA-W-2.025 

Ladies’  handbags. 

Picato  (workers) . 

Manchester,  Conn.. _ 

Apr.  15,1977 

TA-W-2,028 

Women's  sportswear. 

[PR  Doc.77-13064  Filed  5-9-77; 8 : 45  am] 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

INVESTIGATIONS  REGARDING  CERTIFICA¬ 
TIONS  OF  ELIGIBILITY  TO  APPLY  FOR 

WORKER  ADJUSTMENT  ASSISTANCE 

Petitions  have  been  filed  With  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Labor  under  section  221(a)  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974  (“the  Act”)  and 
are  identified  In  the  Appendix  to  this  no¬ 
tice.  Upon  receipt  of  these  petitions,  the 
Director  of  the  Office  of  Trade  Adjust¬ 
ment  Assistance,  Bureau  of  Interna¬ 
tional  Labor  Affairs,  has  Instituted  in¬ 
vestigations  pursuant  to  section  221(a) 
of  the  Act  and  29  CFR  90.12. 

The  purpose  of  each  of  the  investiga¬ 
tions  Is  to  determine  whether  absolute 
or  relative  Increases  of  imports  of  arti¬ 
cles  like  or  directly  competitive  with  arti¬ 
cles  produced  by  the  workers’  firm  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof  have 
contributed  importantly  to  an  absolute 
decline  in  sales  or  production,  or  both, 
of  such  firm  or  subdivision  and  to  the 
actual  or  threatened  total  or  partial  sep¬ 
aration  of  a  significant  number  or  pro¬ 
portion  of  the  workers  of  such  firm  or 
subdivision. 

Petitioners  meeting  these  eligibility 
requirements  will  be  certified  as  eligible 
to  apply  for  adjustment  assistance  un¬ 
der  Title  n.  Chapter  2,  of  the  Act  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  provisions  of  Subpart 
B  of  29  CFR  Part  90.  The  investigations 
will  further  relate,  as  appropriate,  to 
the  determination  of  the  date  on  which 
total  or  partial  separations  began  or 
threatened  to  begin  and  the  subdivision 
of  the  firm  involved. 

Pursuant  to  29  CFR  90.13,  the  peti¬ 
tioners  or  any  other  persons  showing  a 
substantial  Interest  in  the  subject  mat¬ 
ter  of  the  investigations  may  request  a 
public  hearing,  provided  such  request  is 
filed  in  writing  with  the  Director,  Office 
of  Trade  Adjustment  Assistance,  at  the 
address  shown  below,  not  later  than 
May  20. 1977. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  comments  regarding  the  sub¬ 
ject  matter  of  the  investigations  to  the 


Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment  As¬ 
sistance.  at  the  address  shown  below,  not 
later  than  May  20,  1977. 

The  petitions  filed  in  this  case  are 
available  for  inspection  at  the  Office  of 
the  Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment 
Assistance,  Bureau  of  International  La¬ 
bor  Affairs,  U.S.  Department  of  Labor, 


200  Constitution  Avenue  NW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20210. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  20th 
day  of  April  1977. 

Marvin  M.  Fooks. 
Director,  Office  of 
Trade  Adjustment  Assistance. 


Appendix 

Petitioner:  union/ 

workers  or  former 
workers  of— 

Location 

Date 

received 

Date  of 
petition 

Petition  No. 

Articles  produced 

E.  W.  Ferry  Screw  Prod¬ 
ucts,  Inc.  (I.WJk.). 
Uniroyal.  Inc  (Arthur, 
Dry  A  Kaltsh  P.  C. 

Brook  Park,  Ohio. 

...  Apr.  19. 1977 

. do . 

Apr.  13,1977 

Apr.  19,1977 

TA-W-1,994 

TA-W-1,995 

Cold  headed  indus¬ 
trial  fasteners. 
Waterproof  and  fabric 
rubber  sole  footwear. 

X 

[FR  Doc.77-13154  Filed  6-0-77.8:45  am] 


INVESTIGATIONS  REGARDING  CERTIFICA¬ 
TIONS  OF  ELIGIBILITY  TO  APPLY  FOR 

WORKER  ADJUSTMENT  ASSISTANCE 

Petitions  have  been  filed  with  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Labor  under  section  221(a)  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974  (“the  Act”)  and 
are  identified  in  the  Appendix  to  this 
notice.  Upon  receipt  of  these  petitions, 
the  Director  of  the  Office  of  Trade  Ad¬ 
justment  Assistance,  Bureau  of  Interna¬ 
tional  Labor  Affairs,  has  instituted  in¬ 
vestigations  pursuant  to  section  221(a) 
of  the  Act  and  29  CFR  90.12. 

The  purpose  of  each  of  the  investiga¬ 
tions  is  to  determine  whether  absolute 
or  relative  increases  of  imports  of  arti¬ 
cles  like  or  directly  competitive  with  ar¬ 
ticles  produced  by  the  workers’  firm  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof  have 
contributed  Importantly  to  an  absolute 
decline  in  sales  or  production,  or  both, 
of  such  firm  or  subdivision  and  to  the  ac¬ 
tual  or  threatened  total  or  partial  sepa¬ 
ration  of  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  of  such  firm  or  sub¬ 
division. 

Petitioners  meeting  these  eligibility 
requirements  will  be  certified  as  eligible 
to  apply  for  adjustment  assistance  under 
Title  n.  Chapter  2,  of  the  Act  In  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  Subpart  B 
of  29  CFR  Part  90.  The  investigations 


will  further  relate,  as  appropriate,  to  the 
determination  of  the  date  on  which  total 
or  partial  separations  began  or  threat¬ 
ened  to  begin  and  the  subdivision  of  the 
firm  Involved. 

Pursuant  to  29  CFR  90.13,  the  peti¬ 
tioners  or  any  other  persons  showing  a 
substantial  Interest  in  the  subject  matter 
of  the  investigations  may  request  a  pub¬ 
lic  hearing,  provided  such  request  Is  filed 
In  writing  with  the  Director,  Office  of 
Trade  Adjustment  Assistance,  at  the  ad¬ 
dress  shown  below,  not  later  than  May 
20.  1977. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  comments  regarding  the 
subject  matter  of  the  investigations  to 
the  Director.  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment 
Assistance,  at  the  address  shown  below, 
not  later  than  May  20, 1977. 

The  petitions  filed  in  this  case  are 
available  for  inspection  at  the  Office  of 
the  Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment 
Assistance,  Bureau  of  International  La¬ 
bor  Affairs,  U.8.  Department  of  Labor, 
200  Constitution  Avenue  NW.,  Washing¬ 
ton.  D  C.  20210. 

Signed  at  Washington.  D  C.,  this  19th 
day  of  April  1977. 

Marvin  M.  Fooks, 
Director,  Office  of 
Trade  Adjustment  Assistance. 


FEOERAl  REGISTER,  VOl  42,  NO.  90 —  TUESDAY,  MAY  10,  1977 


23658 


NOTICES 


Petitioner:  Union/workers  or  former  workers  Location 

of  General  Motors  Corp. — 


Date  Date  of  Petition 

received  petition  No. 


Articles  prodnoed 


Stamping  plant  (UAW) _ 

Casting  plant  (UAW) . 

Engine  plant  (UAW) . 

Axle  plant  (UAW) . 

Rochester  products  (UAW) . 

AC  spark  plugs  (UAW) . . 

Diesel  equipment  division  (UAW) . 

Chevrolet  transmission  (UAW) _ 

Saginaw  steering  gear,  plant  No.  7  (UAW) 

Guide  Lamp  (UAW) . 

Chevrolet  metal  fabricating  (UAW) . 

Fisher  fabricating  (UAW) . 

Chevrolet  Manufacturing  (UAW) . 

Chevrolet  service  parts  (UAW) . 

Fisher  cut  and  sew,  plant  No.  2  (UAW)... 

Delco  electronics . . . 

Delco  battery  (UAW). . 

Harrison  radiator  (UAW) . 

New  Departurer-Hyatt  (UAW) . . 

Chevrolet  transmission  (UAW) . 

Central  foundry  (UAW).. . 


Lordstown,  Ohio - 

Massena,  N.Y . 

Tonawanda,  N.Y . 

Buffalo,  N.Y. . 

Rochester,  N.Y . 

Flint,  Mich.. . 

Grand  Rapids,  Mich 
Muncie,  lnd . — 

Saginaw,  Mich . 

Anderson,  lnd . 

Flint,  Mich.. . 

Willow  Springs,  Ill _ 

Flint,  Mich . . 

Saginaw,  Mich . 

Grand  Rapids,  Mich.. 

Kokomo,  lnd. . 

Muncie,  lnd . . 

Buffalo,  N.Y . 

Sandusky,  Ohio . 

Parma,  Ohio. . 

Bedford,  lnd . 


Apr.  20,1977 

Mar.  28, 1977  TA-W-2.002 

. do . 

. do _ 

...  T A- W-2,003 

. do . 

. do _ 

...  TA-W-2,004 

. do . 

. do _ 

...  TA-W-2,005 

_ do.*. . 

. do _ 

...  TA-W-2,006 

. do . . 

_ do _ 

...  TA-W-2,007 

...  TA-W-2,008 

. do . . 

_ do _ 

_ TA-W-2,009 

. do . 

. do _ 

...  TA-W-2,010 

_ do _ 

_ do _ 

...  TA-W-2,01 1 

...  TA-W-2,01 2 

...  TA-W-2,01 3 

_ do . 

. do.... 

...  TA-W-2,01 4 

_ do . 

. do.... 

...  TA-W-2,015 

...  TA-W-2,01(i 

_ do . 

. do _ 

...  TA-W-2,01 7 

. do . 

_ _ do.... 

.  TA-W-2,01  s 

_ do _ 

...  TA-W-2.019 

. . do . 

. do _ 

...  TA-W-2,020 

. do . 

. do _ 

...  TA-W-2,021 

. do . 

_ do _ 

...  T A-W-2,022 

Stamping. 

Castings. 

Engines. 

Axles. 

Carburetors,  locks,  lighters,  cannisters. 

Panels,  spark  plugs,  oil  filters,  air  cleaners,  fuel 
pumps,  etc. 

Valve  lifters. 

Standard  transmissions,  4-wheel  drive  conversion 
units. 

Steering  gear. 

Die  castings,  metal  stampings  such  as  side  panels. 
Hoods,  fenders,  front  end  components. 

Roof  ASM. 

Grilles  and  bumpers. 

Oil  and  water  pumps. 

Interior  trim  sets. 

Radios,  electrical  parts. 

Batteries. 

Air  inlets,  heater  defrosters. 

Wheel  bearings,  smog  bearings,  and  bearings  for 
water  pump,  alternators,  and  air  condiiiomrs. 
Transmissions  and  parts. 

Transmission  cases  for  4-cylinder  engines. 


[FR  Doc.77-13063  Filed  5-9-77;8:45  am] 


[TA-W-1543] 

JACK  SEBASTIAN  SHOE,  INC. 
WILKES-BARRE,  PENNSYLVANIA 

Certification  Regarding  Eligibility  To  Apply 
for  Worker  Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department  of 
Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of  TA¬ 
W-1543:  investigation  regarding  certifi¬ 
cation  of  eligibility  to  apply  for  worker 
adjustment  assistance  as  prescribed  in 
Section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on  Jan¬ 
uary  4,  1977  in  response  to  a  worker  pe¬ 
tition  received  on  that  date  which  was 
filed  by  the  Boot  and  Shoe  Worker’s 
Union  on  behalf  of  workers  and  former 
workers  producing  women’s  shoes  at  Jack 
Sebastian  Shoe,  Incorporated,  Wilkes- 
Barre,  Pennsylvania. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  Jan¬ 
uary  18,  1977  (42  FR  3372).  No  public 
hearing  was  requested  and  none  was  held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained  prin¬ 
cipally  from  officials  of  Jack  Sebastian 
Shoe,  Incorporated,  the  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Commerce,  the  U.S.  Interna¬ 
tional  Trade  Commission,  industry  ana¬ 
lysts  and  Department  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  deter¬ 
mination  and  issue  a  certification  of  eli¬ 
gibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  assist¬ 
ance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility  re¬ 
quirements  of  section  222  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  in  the  workers’  firm,  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof,  have 
become  totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or  partially 
separated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased 
absolutely; 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  are  being  Imported  In  increased 
quantities,  either  actual  or  relative  to  domes¬ 
tic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  Increased  Imports  have 
contributed  Importantly  to  the  separations. 


or  threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  in 
sales  or  production.  The  term  “contributed 
importantly"  means  a  cause  which  Is  im¬ 
portant  but  not  necessarily  more  important 
than  any  other  cause. 

The  investigation  has  revealed  that  all 
four  of  the  above  criteria  have  been  met. 

Significant  Total  or  Partial 
Separations 

Employment  at  Jack  Sebastian  Shoe 
declined  15  percent  in  1975  compared 
to  1974  and  declined  3  percent  in  1976 
compared  to  1975. 

Sales  or  Production,  or  Both,  Have 
Decreased  Absolutely 

Sales  at  Jack  Sebastian  Shoe  declined 
11  percent  in  value  in  1975  compared  to 
1974  and  declined  7  percent  in  value  in 
1976  compared  to  1975. 

Production  at  Jack  Sebastian  Shoe  de¬ 
clined  26  percent  in  quantity  in  1975 
compared  to  1974  and  declined  5  percent 
in  quantity  in  1976  compared  to  1975. 

Increased  Imports 

Imports  of  women’s  nonrubber  foot¬ 
wear  increased  relative  to  domestic  pro¬ 
duction  and  consumption  from  107.6 
percent  and  51.8  percent,  respectively,  in 

1974  to  119.1  percent  and  54.4  percent, 
respectively,  in  1975.  In  1976  imports  as 
a  percentage  of  production  and  consump¬ 
tion  declined  respectively  to  108.8  per¬ 
cent  and  52.1  percent. 

Imports  of  women’s  nonrubber  foot¬ 
wear  increased  from  192.9  million  pairs 
in  1972  to  206.2  million  pairs  in  1973.  Im¬ 
ports  declined  to  183.5  million  pairs  in 

1975  but  increased  to  183.8  million  pairs 
in  1976. 

Contributed  Importantly 

Customers  of  Jack  Sebastian  Shoe, 
Incorporated  indicated  they  increased 
purchases  of  imported  women’s  footwear 
relative  to  purchases  from  Jack  Se¬ 
bastian  in  1976  compared  to  1975. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  increases  of  imports  like  or  directly 


competitive  with  women’s  shoes  pro¬ 
duced  by  Jack  Sebastian  Shoe,  Incorpo¬ 
rated  contributed  importantly  to  the 
total  or  partial  separation  of  the  workers 
of  that  firm.  In  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974,  I  make 
the  following  certification: 

All  workers  of  Jack  Sebastian  Shoe,  In¬ 
corporated  who  become  totally  or  partially 
separated  from  employment  on  or  after  Feb¬ 
ruary  14,  1976  are  eligible  to  apply  for  ad¬ 
justment  assistance  under  Title  II,  Chapter 
2  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  29th 
day  of  April  1977. 

James  F.  Taylor, 
Director,  Office  of  Management, 
Administration  and  Planning. 

|FR  Doc.77-13304  Filed  5-9-77:8:45  am] 


[TA-W-1690]  _ 

KENOSHA  AUTO  TRANSPORT  CORP., 
KENOSHA,  WISCONSIN 

Negative  Determination  Regarding  Eligi¬ 
bility  To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 

Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department  of 
Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of  TA¬ 
W-1690:  investigation  regarding  certi¬ 
fication  of  eligibility  to  apply  for  worker 
adjustment  assistance  as  prescribed  in 
Section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
March  1, 1977  in  response  to  a  worker  pe¬ 
tition  received  on  February  9,  1977  which 
was  filed  on  behalf  of  workers  and  former 
workers  at  the  Kenosha,  Wisconsin 
terminal  of  Kenosha  Auto  Transport 
Corporation,  a  subsidiary  of  Jupiter 
Transportation  Corporation,  Chicago,  Il¬ 
linois,  who  were  engaged  in  providing  the 
service  of  delivering  automobiles  to 
dealers. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  March 
11,  1977  (42  FR  13628).  No  public  hear¬ 
ing  was  requested  and  none  was  held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  of  Kenosha 
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Auto  Transport  Corporation  and  De¬ 
partment  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  de¬ 
termination  and  issue  a  certification  at 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  section  222  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  In  such  workers'  firm,  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  of  the  firm  have 
become  totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or  partially 
separated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased 
absolutely; 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  compet¬ 
itive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or 
subdivision  are  being  Imported  In  Increased 
quantities,  either  actual  or  relative  to  do¬ 
mestic  production;  and 

•  (4)  That  such  increased  Imports  have 

contributed  Importantly  to  the  separations, 
or  threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  In  sales 
or  production.  The  term  “contributed  Im¬ 
portantly”  means  a  cause  which  Is  Impor¬ 
tant,  but  not  necessarily  more  Important 
than  any  other  cause. 

If  any  of  the  above  criteria  is  not  satis¬ 
fied,  a  negative  determination  must  be 
made. 

Kenosha  Auto  Transport  Corporation 
does  not  produce  an  article  within  the 
meaning  of  section  222(3)  of  the  Act  and 
this  Department  has  already  determined 
that  the  performance  of  services  are  not 
covered  by  the  adjustment  assistance 
program.  See  Notice  of  Determination  in 
“Pan  American  World  Airways,  Incorpo¬ 
rated”  (TA-W-153,  40  FR  54639).  The 
only  question  in  this  case  is  whether 
American  Motors  Corporation,  i.e.,  a 
firm  which  produces  an  article,  namely 
automobiles,  and  for  whom  the  service 
is  provided,  can  be  considered  the  “work¬ 
ers’  firm."  See  Notice  of  Determination 
in  “Nu-Car  Driveaway,  Incorporated” 
(TA-W-393,  41  FR  12749) . 

•  Kenosha  Auto  Transport  Corporation 
is  a  transport  business  Incorporated  in 

Ithe  State  of  Wisconsin  and  licensed  and 
regulated  by  the  State  and  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission.  Kenosha 
Auto  Transport  competed  for  available 
business  with  other  carriers  in  the  Ke¬ 
nosha,  Wisconsin  area  and  each  was  free 
to  haul  for  any  business  requesting  their 
services. 

Neither  American  Motors  Corporation 
nor  Kenosha  Auto  Transport,  is  finan¬ 
cially  or  otherwise  Involved  in  the  busi¬ 
ness  of  the  other.  Kenosha  Auto  Trans¬ 
port  either  owns  or  leases  the  facilities 
necessary  to  the  operation  of  its  busi¬ 
ness  and  owns  or  leases  all  its  trucks 
and  equipment. 

The  workers  upon  whose  behalf  this 
petition  was  filed  were  hired  and  are 
paid  by  Kenosha  Auto  Transport  Cor¬ 
poration.  They  are  supervised  by  and 
subject  to  the  control  of  Kenosha  Auto 
Transport  personnel  only.  All  employ¬ 
ment  benefits  which  they  enjoy  are  pro¬ 
vided  and  maintained  by  Kenosha  Auto 
Transport. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  issues  and 
facts  involved,  I  have  determined  that 
services  of  the  kind  provided  by  Keno- 
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sha  Auto  Transport  Corporation,  Keno¬ 
sha,  Wisconsin  are  not  “articles”  within 
the  meaning  of  section  222(3)  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974,  and  that  American 
Motors  Corporation  canndt  be  consid¬ 
ered  the  “workers  firm”.  The  petition  for 
trade  adjustment  assistance  is,  there¬ 
fore,  denied. 

Signed  at  Washington,  DC..  this  29th 
day  of  April  1977. 

James  F.  Taylor, 
Director,  Office  of  Management, 
Administration  and  Planning. 

|FR  Doc.77-13305  Filed  5-»-77;8:40  ami 


|TA-W-1403| 

MACSTEEL  CO.,  DIVISION  OF  MICHIGAN 

SEAMLESS  TUBE  CO.,  JACKSON, 

MICHIGAN 

Negative  Determination  Regarding  Eligi¬ 
bility  To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 

Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974,  the  Department  of 
Labor  herein  presents  results  of  TA-W- 
1403:  Investigation  regarding  certifica¬ 
tion  of  eligibility  to  apply  to  worker  ad¬ 
justment  assistance  as  prescribed  in 
section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on  De¬ 
cember  13,  1976  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  December  13,  1976 
which  was  filed  by  the  United  Steelwork¬ 
ers  of  America  on  behalf  of  workers  and 
former  workers  producing  carbon  and 
alloy  steel  bars  and  billets  at  the  Mac- 
steel  Company,  Jackson,  Michigan,  a 
Division  of  Michigan  Seamless  Tube 
Company. 

The  notice  of  Investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  Jan¬ 
uary  4. 1977  (42  FR  889) .  No  public  hear¬ 
ing  was  requested  and  none  was  held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  the  Macsteel  Company, 
its  customers,  the  U.S.  International 
Trade  Commission,  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce,  industry  analysts,  and  De¬ 
partment  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  deter¬ 
mination  and  issue  a  certification  of  eli¬ 
gibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  assist¬ 
ance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility  re¬ 
quirements  of  section  222  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  In  the  workers’  firm,  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof,  have  be¬ 
come  totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or  partially 
separated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased 
absolutely; 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  are  being  Imported  In  Increased 
quantities,  either  actual  or  relative  to  do¬ 
mestic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  Increased  Imports  have  con¬ 
tributed  Importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  In  sales 
or  production.  The  term  “contributed  Im¬ 
portantly”  means  a  cause  which  Is  Impor¬ 
tant  but  not  necessarily  more  Important 
than  any  other  cause. 


The  investigation  has  revealed  that 
although  criteria  (1),  (2),  and  (3)  have 
been  met,  criterion  (4)  has  not  been  met. 

Significant  Total  or  Partial 
Separations 

The  average  number  of  production 
workers  at  Macsteel  Company,  Jackson, 
Michigan  Increased  100  percent  in  May 
through  December  1975  compared  to  the 
same  period  in  1974  and  increased  4.7 
percent  in  1976  compared  to  1975.  Em¬ 
ployment  increased  26.7  percent  and  4.8 
percent,  respectively  in  the  first  two 
quarters  of  1976  compared  to  the  first 
-two  quarters  of  1975  and  decreased  0.9 
percent  and  9  percent,  respectively  in 
the  third  and  fourth  quarters,  respec¬ 
tively,  in  1976  compared  to  the  third  and 
fourth  quarters  of  1975. 

The  average  number  of  salaried  work¬ 
ers  increased  24.1  percent  in  1976  com¬ 
pared  to  1975. 

Sales  or  Production,  or  Both,  Have 
Decreased  Absolutely 

Macsteel  Company  produces  carbon 
and  alloy  hot  rolled  steel  bars  and  bil¬ 
lets  primarily  for  transfer  to  other  plants 
of  Michigan  Seamless  Tube  Company  for 
the  production  of  seamless  tubing  which 
is  the  end  product.  Production  at  Mac- 
steel  Company  started  in  May  1974. 

Production  of  Macsteel  bars  and  billets 
increased  377.7  percent  in  May  through 
December  1975  compared  to  the  same  pe¬ 
riod  in  1974  and  decreased  16.5  percent 
in  1976  compared  to  1975.  Production  in¬ 
creased  9.3  percent  and  5.9  percent,  re¬ 
spectively,  in  the  first  two  quarters  of 
1976  compared  to  the  same  quarters  of 
1975  and  decreased  32.7  percent  and  34 
percent,  respectively,  in  the  third  and 
fourth  quarters  of  1976  compared  to  the 
same  quarters  of  1975. 

Increased  Imports 

Imports  of  carbon  steel  pipe  and  tub¬ 
ing  decreased  10.9  percent  in  1973  com¬ 
pared  to  1972,  Increased  13.1  percent  in 
1974  compared  to  1973,  and  decreased 
13.4  percent  in  1975  compared  to  1974. 
Imports  increased  11.5  percent  in  the 
first  nine  months  of  1976  compared  to 
the  first  nine  months  of  1975.  The  ratios 
of  imports  to  domestic  shipments  in¬ 
creased  from  20.5  percent  in  1975  to  34.0 
percent  in  the  first  nine  months  of  1976. 

Contributed  Importantly 

Evidence  developed  in  the  investiga¬ 
tion  revealed  that  Macsteel  Company 
had  attempted  to  develop  a  revolution¬ 
ary  system  for  producing  billets  and  bars 
for  use  in  the  manufacture  of  seamless 
tubing.  Technological  difficulties,  quality 
control  problems  and  start-up  problems 
caused  temporary  declines  in  production 
and  employment  at  Macsteel  Company. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  increases  of  Imports  like  or  directly 
competitive  with  seamless  steel  tubing, 
the  end  product  made  from  steel  bars 
and  billets  produced  at  Macsteel  Com¬ 
pany,  did  not  contribute  Importantly  to 
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the  total  or  partial  separations  of  the 
workers  at  the  Macsteel  plant 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  29th 
day  of  April  1977. 

James  P.  Taylor, 
Director.  Office  of  Management. 
Administration  and  Planning. 

(PR  Doc.77-13306  Piled  6-9-77; 8: 46  am] 


[TA-W-1576] 

MARIA  GARMENT  CO.,  JERSEY  CITY,  NEW 
JERSEY 

Certification  Regarding  Eligibility  To  Apply 
for  Worker  Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department  of 
Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of  TA¬ 
W-1575:  Investigation  regarding  certi¬ 
fication  of  eligibility  to  apply  for  worker 
adjustment  assistance  as  prescribed  in 
section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
January  19,  1977  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  January  17,  1977 
which  was  filed  on  behalf  of  workers  and 
former  workers  producing  ladies’  knit 
slacks,  blouses,  dresses,  and  long  formal 
dresses  at  Maria  Garment  Company, 
Jersey  City,  New  Jersey. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  Janu¬ 
ary  28,  1977  (42  FR  5453).  No  public 
hearing  was  requested  and  none  was 
held. 

The  Information  upon  which  the 
determination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  of  Maria 
Garment  Company,  its  customers,  the 
UjS.  Department  of  Commerce,  the  U.S. 
International  Trade  Commission,  in¬ 
dustry  analysts,  and  Department  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative 
determination  and  issue  a  certification 
of  eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  section  222  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974,  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  In  the  workers’  firm,  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof,  have  be¬ 
come  totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or  partially 
separated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased 
absolutely; 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  are  being  Imported  In  Increased 
quantities,  either  actual  or  relative  to 
domestic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  increased  Imports  have 
contributed  Importantly  to  the  separations, 
or  threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  in  sales 
or  production.  The  term  “contributed  Im¬ 
portantly”  means  a  cause  which  Is  Important 
but  not  necessarily  more  Important  than  any 
other  cause. 

The  investigation  has  revealed  that 
all  of  the  above  criteria  have  been  met. 

Significant  Total  or  Partial 
Separations 

The  average  number  of  production 
workers  declined  10  percent  from  1974 
to  1975  and  declined  IS  percent  in  the 


first  eleven  months  of  1976  compared  to 
the  like  period  of  1975. 

All  employment  was  terminated  in 
November  1976. 

Sales,  Production,  or  Both  Have 
Decreased  Absolutely 

Sales  of  all  garments  from  Maria 
Garment  declined  13  percent  from  1974 
to  1975  and  declined  2  percent  in  the 
first  eleven  months  of  1976  compared  to 
the  like  period  of  1975. 

Production  at  Maria  Garment  was 
equivalent  to  sales.  In  1976,  production 
consisted  primarily  of  ladies’  long 
formal  dresses.  Production  ceased  in 
November  1976. 

Increased  Imports 

Imports  of  women’s,  misses’,  and 
children’s  blouses  and  shirts  increased 
absolutely  in  each  year  from  1972 
through  1976.  The  ratio  of  imports  to 
domestic  production  increased  from  56 
percent  in  1974  to  65  percent  in  1975. 
Imports  increased  16  percent  from  1975 
to  1976. 

Imports  of  women’s,  misses’,  and 
children’s  slacks  and  shorts  declined 
absolutely  and  relative  to  domestic 
production  in  each  year  from  1972  to 
1974.  Imports  Increased  absolutely  from 
1974  to  1975  and  from  1975  to  1976. 
The  ratio  of  imports  to  domestic  produc¬ 
tion  Increased  from  30.3  percent  in  1974 
to  32.1  percent  in  1975.  Imports  increased 
10  percent  from  1975  to  1976. 

Imports  of  women’s  and  misses’ 
dresses  (which  includes  long  formal 
dresses)  declined  absolutely  and  rela¬ 
tive  to  domestic  production  in  each 
year  from  1972  through  1973.  Imports 
increased  absolutely  and  relatively  from 
1973  to  1974  and  from  1974  to  1975. 
The  ratio  of  imports  to  domestic  produc¬ 
tion  increased  from  3.6  percent  in  1974 
to  4.1  percent  in  1975.  Imports  increased 
2  percent  from  1975  to  1976. 

Contributed  Importantly 

Prior  to  1976,  Maria  Garment  pro¬ 
duced  ladies’  slacks,  blouses  and  dresses 
in  the  first  three  quarters  of  each  year, 
and  ladies’  long  formal  dresses  in  the 
fourth  quarter  of  each  year.  In  1976,  long 
formal  dresses  were  produced  through¬ 
out  the  year  and  represented  nearly 
100  percent  of  production. 

This  change  in  product  mix  was  the 
result  of  Marla  Garment’s  loss  of  orders 
from  the  manufacturer  for  whom  Maria 
produced  l&dies’  slacks,  blouses,  and 
dresses.  This  manufacturer  purchases 
imports  of  ladies’  slacks,  blouses  and 
dresses.  Retail  customers  of  the  manu¬ 
facturer  who  were  surveyed  by  the  Office 
of  Trade  Adjustment  Assistance  in¬ 
creased  purchases  of  imported  ladles’ 
sportswear  from  1975  to  1976.  This  was 
the  only  manufacturer  for  whom  Marla 
produced  sportswear.  Marla  was  unable 
to  secure  sportswear  orders  from  other 
manufacturers. 

Maria  Garment’s  sales  declined 
throughout  1976.  Manufacturers  reduced 
orders  with  Marla  for  long  formal 
dresses  because  their  own  sales  were 
declining.  Retail  customers  of  these 


manufacturers  were  contacted  regard¬ 
ing  their,  purchases  of  long  formal 
dresses.  Twenty-five  percent  of  the  cus¬ 
tomers  contacted  reduced  purchases  of 
long  formal  dresses  produced  by  Maria 
and  increased  purchases  of  imported 
long  formal  dresses  from  1975  to  1976. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  Increases  of  imports  like  or  directly 
competitive  with  ladies’  slacks,  blouses, 
dresses  and  long  formal  dresses  produced 
at  Maria  Garment  Company,  Jersey  City, 
New  Jersey  contributed  importantly  to 
the  total  or  partial  separation  of  work¬ 
ers  of  that  plant.  In  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  the  Act,  I  make  the 
following  certification: 

All  workers  at  Marla  Garment  Company, 
Jersey  City,  New  Jersey  who  became  totally 
or  partially  separated  from  employment  on 
or  after  December  20,  1976  are  eligible  to 
apply  for  adjustment  assistance  under 
Title  n,  Chapter  2,  of  the  Trade  Act  of 
1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  29th 
day  of  April  1977. 

James  P.  Taylor, 
Director,  Office  of  Management, 
Administration  and  Planning. 

[PR  Doc.77-13307  Piled  6-9-77;8:45  am] 


[TA-W-1316] 

MAXI  MANUFACTURING  CO.,  CATAWISSA, 
PENNSYLVANIA 

Negative  Determination  Regarding  Eligi¬ 
bility  To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 
Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department  of  La¬ 
bor  herein  presents  the  results  of 
TA-W-1316:  investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance  as  pre¬ 
scribed  in  section  222  of  the  Act 
The  investigation  was  initiated  on  No¬ 
vember  30,  1976  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  November  30,  1976 
which  was  filed  by  the  United  Steelwork¬ 
ers  of  America  on  behalf  of  workers  and 
former  workers  producing  forged  carbon 
steel  pipe  unions  at  the  Catawissa,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  plant  of  Maxi  Manufacturing 
Company. 

The  Notice  of  Investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Recister  on  De¬ 
cember  14.  1976  (41  PR  54561) .  No  public 
hearing  was  requested  and  none  was 
held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  of  Maxi  Man¬ 
ufacturing  Company,  their  customers, 
the  UJS.  Department  of  Commerce,  the 
U.S.  International  Trade  Commission, 
industry  analysts  and  Department 
files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  deter¬ 
mination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  assist¬ 
ance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility  re¬ 
quirements  of  section  222  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 
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(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  In  the  workers'  firm,  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof,  have  be¬ 
come  totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or  partially 
separated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased 
absolutely; 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  are  being  imported  in  increased 
quantities,  either  actual  or  relative  to  do¬ 
mestic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  increased  Imports  have  con¬ 
tributed  Importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  In  sales 
or  production.  The  term  "contributed  Im¬ 
portantly”  means  a  cause  which  is  Important 
but  not  necessarily  more  important  than  any 
other  cause. 

The  Investigation  has  revealed  that  al¬ 
though  the  first  three  criteria  have  been 
met,  the  fourth  criterion  has  not  been 
met. 

Significant  Total  or  Partial 
Separations 

The  average  number  of  production 
workers  declined  17.4  percent  in  the  first 
eleven  months  of  1976  compared  to  the 
like  period  in  1975.  Average  weekly  hours 
per  worker  declined  19.5  percent  in  the 
first  eleven  months  of  1976  compared  to 
the  same  period  in  1975. 

Sales  or  Production,  or  Both, 
Have  Decreased  Absolutely 

Sales  declined  28.9  percent  in  the  first 
nine  months  of  1976  compared  to  the 
same  period  in  1975. 

Increased  Imports 

Carbon  forged  steel  threated  and 
socket  weld  pipe  unions  are  Included  in 
the  Import  category  “Forged  Steel 
Threaded  and  Socket  Weld  Fittings  and 
Unions.”  U.S.  imports  of  Forged  Steel 
Threaded  and  Socket  Weld  Fittings  and 
Unions  increased  in  each  year  between 
1971  and  1975,  from  4.9  million  pounds 
in  1971  to  19.3  million  pounds  in  1975. 
In  the  first  nine  months  of  1976  imports 
declined  to  11.0  million  pounds  compared 
to  32.3  percent  in  1975.  In  the  first  nine 
months  of  1975. 

The  ratio  of  imports  to  domestic  pro¬ 
duction  increased  in  each  year  between 
1971  and  1975,  from  14.7  percent  in  1971 
to  32.2  percent  in  1975.  In  the  first  nine 
months  of  1976,  the  ratio  of  imports  to 
domestic  production  increased  to  42.0 
percent  compared  to  28.1  percent  in  the 
same  period  one  year  earlier. 

Contributed  Importantly 

Customers  of  Maxi  Manufacturing  re¬ 
ported  that  they  do  not  purchase 
Imported  forged  steel  unions.  Some 
customers  who  reduced  purchases  indi¬ 
cated  that,  in  1976,  they  had  large  inven¬ 
tories  left  over  from  1975.  As  a 
consequence,  they  had  to  reduce  pur¬ 
chases  from  Maxi  Manufacturing  until 
Inventories  were  reduced. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  increases  of  imports  of  articles  like 
or  directly  competitive  with  forged  car¬ 


bon  steel  unions  produced  at  the  Cata- 
wissa,  Pennsylvania,  plant  of  Maxi 
Manufacturing  Company  did  not  con¬ 
tribute  importantly  to  the  total  or  partial 
separation  of  workers  at  the  plant. 

Signed  at  Washington.  D.C.,  this  29th 
day  of  April  1977. 

James  F.  Taylor, 
Director,  Office  of  Management, 
Administration  and  Planning. 

|FR  Doc.77-13306  Filed  6-6-77:8:45  am] 


JTA-W-1253] 

MISS  QUALITY  INC.,  R  AND  N  DIVISION 
PHILADELPHIA,  PENNSYLVANIA 

Certification  Regarding  Eligibility  To  Apply 
for  Worker  Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department  of 
Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of  TA¬ 
W-1253;  investigation  regarding  certifi¬ 
cation  of  eliglbllty  to  apply  for  „  worker 
adjustment  assistance  as  prescribed  in 
Section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on  No¬ 
vember  9,  1976  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  November  9,  1976 
which  was  filed  by  the  International  La¬ 
dies’  Garment  Workers’  Union  on  behalf 
of  workers  and  former  workers  produc¬ 
ing  girls’  blouses,  slacks,  coveralls, 
dresses,  and  jumpers  at  the  Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania  plant  of  the  R  and  N  Di¬ 
vision  of  Miss  Quality,  Inc. 

The  Notice  of  Investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  De¬ 
cember  3,  1976  (41  FR  53095) .  No  public 
hearing  was  requested  and  none  was 
held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  of  the  R  and  N 
Division,  the  U.S.  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce,  the  U.S.  International  Trade 
Commission,  Industry  analysts,  and  De¬ 
partment  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  de¬ 
termination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eliglbilty  to  apply  for  adjustment  assist¬ 
ance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility  re¬ 
quirements  of  Section  222  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  in  the  workers’  firm,  or  an 
appropriate  subdivision  thereof,  have  become 
totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are  threat¬ 
ened  to  become  totally  or  partially  sepa¬ 
rated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased  ab¬ 
solutely; 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  are  being  Imported  in  Increased 
quantities  either  actual  or  relative  to  domes¬ 
tic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  Increased  imports  have  con¬ 
tributed  Importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  In  sales  or 
production.  The  term  "contributed  Impor¬ 
tantly”  means  a  cause  which  Is  important 
but  not  necessarily  more  Important  than  any 
other  cause. 

The  investigation  has  revealed  that 
all  four  of  the  above  criteria  have  been 
met. 


Significant  Total  or  Partial 
Separations 

Workers  are  used  interchangeably  cm 
all  products  at  R  and  N. 

Separations  of  production  workers  at 
the  R  and  N  plant  in  Philadelphia,  Penn¬ 
sylvania  began  in  the  fourth  quarter  of 

1975  and  employment  declined  25.6  per¬ 
cent  in  the  first  quarter  of  1976  com¬ 
pared  to  the  same  period  in  1975.  In  the 
second,  third  and  fourth  quarters  of  1976 
employment  of  production  workers  in¬ 
creased,  respectively,  13.3  percent,  2.7 
percent  and  8.6  percent  compared  to  the 
same  quarters  of  1975. 

Average  hourly  employment  decreased 
1.8  percent  in  1976  compared  to  1975. 

Sales  or  Production,  or  Both,  Have 
Decreased  Absolutely 

Sales  decreased  5.7  percent  in  value  in 

1976  compared  to  1975.  Sales  equal  pro¬ 
duction. 

Increased  Imports 

Imports  of  women’s,  misses’,  and  chil¬ 
dren’s  blouses  and  shirts  Increased  in 
quantity  27.1  percent  in  1975  compared 
to  1974  and  increased  24.8  percent  in  the 
first  nine  months  of  1976  compared  to 
the  like  period  in  1975. 

Imports  of  children’s  dresses  increased 
4.3  percent  in  1975  compared  to  1974 
and  declined  4.7  percent  in  the  first  nine 
months  of  1976  compared  to  the  like 
period  in  1975. 

Imports  of  women’s,  misses’,  and  chil¬ 
dren's  slacks  and  shorts  increased  12.8 
percent  in  1975  compared  to  1974  and  in¬ 
creased  13.1  percent  in  the  first  nine 
months  of  1976  compared  to  the  like 
period  in  1975. 

Contributed  Importantly 

A  sample  of  the  customers  of  the  man¬ 
ufacturers  who  contract  with  R  and  N 
revealed  that  several  increased  their  im¬ 
ports  of  girls’  blouses  and  tops  or  of  girls' 
slacks  while  their  purchases  of  the  same 
products  from  the  contractors  of  R  and 
N  declined. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation.  I  conclude 
that  increases  of  imports  like  or  directly 
competitive  with  girls’  blouses  and  slacks 
produced  at  the  Philadelphia,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  plant  of  the  R  and  N  Division  of 
Miss  Quality,  Inc.,  contributed  impor¬ 
tantly  to  the  total  or  partial  separation 
of  workers  at  that  plant.  In  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  the  Act.  I  make  the 
following  certification: 

All  workers  at  the  Philadelphia,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  plant  of  the  R  &  N  Division  of  Miss 
Quality,  Inc.,  who  became  totally  or  partially 
separated  on  or  after  October  18,  1975  and 
before  April  3,  1976  are  eligible  to  apply  for 
adjustment  assistance  under  Title  n.  Chap¬ 
ter  2  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974.  All  workers 
who  became  separated  on  or  after  April  3. 
1976  are  denied  adjustment  assistance. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  29th 
day  of  April  1977. 

James  F.  Taylor. 

Director,  Office  of  Management, 
Administration  and  Planning. 

[FR  Doc.77-13309  Filed  6-9-77; 8: 45  am) 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  42,  NO.  90 — TUESDAY,  MAY  10,  1977 


23662 


NOTICES 


[TA-W-1608] 

NEW  HUMOR  CO.,  DALLAS,  TEXAS 

Determinations  Regarding  Eligibility  To 
Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department  of 
Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of  TA¬ 
W-1608:  investigation  regarding  certi¬ 
fication  of  eligibility  to  apply  for  worker 
adjustment  assistance  as  prescribed  in 
section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
January  27,  1977  in  response  to  worker 
petition  received  on  that  date  which  was 
filed  by  workers  and  former  workers  pro¬ 
ducing  textile  plant  hangers  at  the  New 
Humor  Company,  Dallas,  Texas. 

The  Notice  of  Investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  Febru¬ 
ary  15.  1977  (42  FR  9242).  No  public 
hearing  was  requested  and  none  was 
held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  deter¬ 
mination  was  made  was  obtained  prin¬ 
cipally  from  officials  of  the  New  Humor 
Company,  its  customers,  the  UJ3.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Commerce,  the  U.S.  Interna¬ 
tional  Trade  Commission,  industry  ana¬ 
lysts,  and  Department  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  deter¬ 
mination  and  issue  a  certification  of  eli¬ 
gibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  assist¬ 
ance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility  re¬ 
quirements  of  section  222  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  in  the  workers’  firm,  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof,  have  be¬ 
come  totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or  partially  sep¬ 
arated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased  ab¬ 
solutely; 

(S)  That  articles  like  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  are  being  Imported  in  increased 
quantities,  either  actual  or  relative  to  do¬ 
mestic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  increased  Imports  have  con¬ 
tributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  in  sales 
or  production.  The  term  "contributed  Im¬ 
portantly”  means  a  cause  which  is  important 
but  not  necessarily  more  important  than  any 
other  cause. 

The  investigation  revealed  that  all  of 
the  above  criteria  have  been  met  for 
plant  hangers;  however,  criterion  (1)  has 
not  been  met  for  novelties. 

Significant  Total  or  Partial 
Separations 

Average  employment  of  production 
workers  in  the  Plant  Hanger  Department 
of  the  New  Humor  Company  decreased 
55.0  percent  in  the  fourth  quarter  of  1975 
compared  to  the  same  quarter  of  1974 
and  further  decreased  33.3  percent*  in 
the  first  ten  months  of  1976  compared 
to  the  same  period  in  1975.  The  Plant 
Hanger  Department  ceased  operations  on 
November  1,  1976. 


Sales  or  Production,  or  Both,  Have 
Decreased  Absolutely 

Total  sales  and  production  of  plant 
hangers  decreased  84.6  and  84.7  percent, 
respectively  in  the  first  ten  months  of 
1976  compared  to  the  same  period  in 
1975.  Sales  equalled  production. 

Increased  Iuports 

Imports  of  textile  hangers,  which  in¬ 
cludes  cotton  and  jute,  increased  abso¬ 
lutely  in  each  year  from  1972  through 
1975.  Imports  increased  from  6.4  mil¬ 
lion  pieces  in  1974  to  21.1  million  pieces 
in  1975.  Imports  increased  from  3.4  mil¬ 
lion  pieces  in  the  first  six  months  of 
1975  to  7.2  million  pieces  in  the  same  1976 
period. 

Imports  of  textile  hangers  increased 
relative  to  domestic  production  and  con¬ 
sumption  in  each  year  from  1972  through 

1975.  The  ratio  of  imports  to  domestic 
production  and  consumption  increased 
from  712.4  percent  and  87.7  percent, 
respectively,  in  1974  to  917.2  percent  and 
90.2  percent,  respectively,  in  1975,  and 
from  436.7  percent  and  81.4  percent, 
respectively,  in  the  first  six  months  of 
1975  to  1007.1  percent  and  91.0  percent, 
respectively  in  the  first  six  months  of 

1976. 

Contributed  Importantly 

In  1975  and  1976  the  domestic  market 
for  plant  hangers  was  faced  with  an  in¬ 
crease  in  the  supply  of  plant  hangers 
coupled  with  a  decline  in  demand.  The 
saturation  of  the  market  can  mainly  be 
attributed  to  the  increased  imports  of 
plant  hangers. 

Customers  of  the  New  Humor  Com¬ 
pany  cited  the  impact  of  imports  on  the 
domestic  market  as  a  major  reason  for 
reduced  purchases  from  the  subject  firm. 
Also,  customers  stated  that  the  New 
Humor  Company  could  no  longer  remain 
price  competitive  with  the  lower  priced 
imported  hangers. 

There  have  been  no  involuntary  sep¬ 
arations  of  workers  from  employment  in 
the  Gift  and  Novelty  Department  of  the 
New  Humor  Company,  Dallas,  Texas 
since  October  1, 1975,  more  than  one  year 
prior  to  the  signature  date  of  the  peti¬ 
tion. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation  I  conclude 
that  increases  of  imports  like  or  directly 
competitive  with  textile  plant  hangers 
produced  at  the  New  Humor  Company, 
Dallas,  Texas  contributed  importantly  to 
the  total  or  partial  separation  of  the 
workers  at  that  plant.  In  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  the  Act,  I  make 
the  following  certification: 

All  workers  In  the  Plant  Hanger  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  New  Humor  Company,  Dallas, 
Texas  including  piece  workers  who  became 
totally  or  partially  separated  from  employ¬ 
ment  on  or  after  November  22,  1975  are 
certified  eligible  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance  under  Title  n.  Chapter  2  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974. 


It  is  further  concluded  that  separa¬ 
tions  of  workers  in  the  Gift  and  Novelty 
Department  of  the  New  Humor  Com¬ 
pany,  Dallas,  Texas  have  not  occurred 
as  required  for  certification  under  Sec¬ 
tion  222  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  29th 
day  of  April  1977. 

James  F.  Taylor, 
Director,  Office  of  Management, 
Administration  and  Planning. 

[FR  Doc.77-13310  Filed  5-9-77;8:45  am] 


[TA-W-1421] 

PHOENIX  STEEL  CORP.,  PHOENIXVILLE, 
PENNSYLVANIA 

Certification  Regarding  Eligibility  To  Apply 
for  Worker  Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department  of 
Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of  TA¬ 
W-1421:  investigation  regarding  certifi¬ 
cation  of  eligibility  to  apply  for  worker 
adjustment  assistance  as  prescribed  in 
section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on  De¬ 
cember  14,  1976  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  that  date  which 
was  filed  by  the  United  Steelworkers  of 
America  on  behalf  of  workers  and  former 
workers  producing  tubular  and  structural 
steel  at  the  Phoenixville,  Pennsylvania 
plant  of  the  Phoenix  Steel  Corporation. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  Jan¬ 
uary  4,  1977  (42  FR  893) .  No  public  hear¬ 
ing  was  requested  and  none  was  held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained  prin¬ 
cipally  from  officials  of  the  Phoenix  Steel 
Corporation,  its  customers,  the  U.S.  De¬ 
partment  of  Commerce,  the  U.S.  Inter¬ 
national  Trade  Commission,  industry 
analysts  and  Department  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  de¬ 
termination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  assist¬ 
ance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility  re¬ 
quirements  of  section  222  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  in  the  workers’  firm,  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof,  have 
become  totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or  partially 
separated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased 
absolutely; 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  are  being  Imported  In  Increased 
quantities,  either  actual  or  relative  to  domes¬ 
tic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  Increased  Imports  have 
contributed  Importantly  to  the  separations, 
or  threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  in 
sales  or  production.  The  term  "contributed 
Importantly”  means  a  cause  which  Is  Im¬ 
portant  but  not  necessarily  more  Important 
than  any  other  cause. 

The  Department’s  Investigation  has  re¬ 
vealed  that  all  four  of  the  criteria  have 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  42,  NO.  90— TUESDAY,  MAY  10,  1977 


NOTICES 


23663 


been  met  by  workers  In  the  Tubular  Steel 
Division  and  the  Structural  Steel  Divi¬ 
sion. 

Significant  Total  or  Partial 
Separations 

Employment  of  production  workers  de¬ 
creased  7.3  percent  in  1975  compared  to 
1974  and  3.4  percent  in  1976  compared 
to  1975.  Production  workers  are  used  in¬ 
terchangeably  on  all  products. 

Sales  or  Production,  or  Both,  Have 
Decreased  Absolutely 

Sales  of  tubular  steel  decreased  19.5 
percent  in  quantity  and  29.4  percent  in 
valume  in  1976  compared  to  1975. 

Sales  of  structural  steel  increased  24.6 
percent  in  quantity  and  11.6  percent  in 
value  in  1976  compared  to  1975. 

Production  of  tubular  steel  decerased 
16.7  percent  in  1976  compared  to  1975. 
Tubular  steel  accounted  for  35  percent 
of  total  plant  production  in  1976. 

The  Structural  Steel  Division  ceased 
operations  in  November  1976.  Structural 
steel  accounted  for  65  percent  of  total 
plant  production  in  1976. 

Increased  Imports 

Imports  of  tubular  steel  were  recorded 
at  1,774.0  thousand  tons  in  1971  and  de¬ 
clined  to  1,542.5  thousand  tons  in  1975. 
Imports  in  the  first  nine  months  of  1976 
were  recorded  at  1,348.6  thousand  tons 
compared  to  1,209.2  thousand  tons  in  the 
same  period  in  1975,  a  11.5  percent  in¬ 
crease.  In  the  first  nine  months  of  1976, 
the  ratio  of  Imports  to  domestic  ship¬ 
ments  was  34.0  percent  compared  to  20.5 
percent  in  the  same  period  in  1975. 

Imports  of  structural  steel  shapes  de¬ 
clined  in  each  year  from  1,614.0  thou¬ 
sand  tons  in  1972  to  804.9  thousand  tons 
in  1975.  The  ratio  of  imports  to  domestic 
shipments  decreased  each  year  from  34.3 
prcent  in  1972  to  19.5  percent  in  1975. 
Imports  in  the  first  nine  months  of  1976 
were  909.8  thousand  tons,  an  increase  of 
44.6  percent  over  the  629.1  thousand  tons 
in  the  same  1975  period. 

Contributed  Importantly 

Customers  of  tubular  steel  have .  re¬ 
duced  purchases  from  the  subject  plant 
and  indicate  that  imports  of  tubular 
steel  are  a  major  concern  in  the  indus¬ 
try.  One  major  customer  of  tubular  steel 
increased  its  import  purchases  of  tubular 
steel  345  percent  in  1976  compared  to 
1975. 

Customers  of  structural  steel  indicated 
they  have  switched  to  foreign  sources  of 
supply. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  In  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  imports  like  or  directly  competitive 
with  the  tubular  steel  and  structural 
•steel  produced  at  the  Phoenixville,  Penn¬ 
sylvania  plant  of  the  Phoenix  Steel  Cor¬ 
poration  have  contributed  importantly  to 
the  total  or  partial  separation  of  work¬ 
ers  as  required  in  section  222  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974.  In  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Act,  I  make  the  following 
certification: 


All  workers  at  the  PhoenlxvUle.  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  plant  of  the  Phoenix  Steel  Corporation 
who  became  totally  or  partially  separated 
from  employment  on  or  after  December  3. 
1976  are  eligible  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance  under  Title  II,  Chapter  2  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  29th 
day  of  April  1977. 

James  F.  Taylor, 
Director.  Office  of  Management, 
Administration  and  Planning. 

(FB  Doc.77-13311  Filed  6-9-77; 8: 45  am] 


[TA-W-1422] 

PHOENIX  STEEL  CORP.,  CLAYMONT, 
DELAWARE 

Certification  Regarding  Eligibility  To  Apply 
for  Worker  Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department  of 
Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of  TA¬ 
W-1422:  investigation  regarding  certi¬ 
fication  of  eligibility  to  apply  for  worker 
adjustment  assistance  as  prescribed  in 
section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on  De¬ 
cember  14,  1976  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  that  date  which  was 
filed  by  the  United  Steelworkers  of 
America  cm  behalf  of  workers  producing 
steel  plates  at  the  Claymont,  Delaware 
plant  of  the  Phoenix  Steel  Corporation. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  Janu¬ 
ary  4,  1977  (42  FR  893) .  No  public  hear¬ 
ing  was  requested  and  none  was  held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials,  of  the  Phoenix 
Steel  Corporation,  its  customers,  the 
U.S.  International  Trade  Commission, 
U.S.  Department  of  Commerce,  industry 
analysts  and  Department  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  de¬ 
termination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  section  222  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  In  such  workers’  firm,  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  of  the  firm  have 
become  totally  or  partially  separated: 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased  ab¬ 
solutely; 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  are  being  Imported  In  Increased 
quantities,  either  actual  or  relative  to  do¬ 
mestic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  Increased  Imports  have  con¬ 
tributed  Importantly  to  the  separations  or 
threat  thereof;  and  to  the  decrease  in  sales  or 
production.  The  term  “contributed  Impor¬ 
tantly”  means  a  cause  which  Is  Important 
but  not  necessarily  more  Important  than  any 
other  cause. 

The  investigation  has  revealed  that  all 
four  criteria  have  been  met. 

Significant  Total  or  Partial 
Separations 

Employment  decreased  20.0  percent  in 
1975  compared  to  1974  and  9.7  percent 


in  1976  compared  to  1975.  Employment 
decreased  45.1  percent  In  the  fourth 
quarter  of  1975  compared  to  the  same 
quarter  in  1974. 

Sales  or  Production,  of  Both. 

Have  Decreased  Absolutely 

Sales  decreased  in  quantity  39.7  per¬ 
cent  in  1975  compared  to  1974  and  5.3 
percent  in  1976  compared  to  1975.  Sales 
decreased  in  value  37.6  percent  In  1975 
compared  to  1974  and  23.0  percent  in 
1976  compared  to  1975.  Sales  decreased 
67.1  percent  in  quantity  in  the  fourth 
quarter  of  1975  compared  to  the  same 

1974  quarter. 

Production  decreased  in  quantity  42.6 
percent  in  1975  compared  to  1974  and  3.3 
percent  in  1976  compared  to  1975.  Pro¬ 
duction  decreased  71.2  percent  in  the 
fourth  quarter  of  1975  compared  to  the 
same  quarter  In  1974. 

Increased  Imports 

Imports  of  carbon  steel  plate  increased 
1.552.000  tons  In  1971  to  1.651,000  tons 
in  1972  before  declining  to  1.322,000  tons 
In  1973.  Imports  increased  in  1974  to 
1.699,000  tons  and  declined  to  1,353,000 
tons  In  1975.  Imports  for  the  first  nine 
months  of  1976  were  1.083,200  tons,  a  1.7 
percent  increase  from  the  same  period  in 
1975. 

The  ratio  of  imports  to  domestic  ship¬ 
ments  increased  from  16.4  percent  in 
1973  to  18.8  percent  in  1974  and  to  19.4 
percent  in  1975.  The  ratio  jumped  from 
18.7  percent  in  the  first  nine  months  of 

1975  to  24.8  percent  for  the  same  period 
in  1976. 

Contributed  Importantly 

A  survey  of  customers  revealed  that 
some  customers  either  Increased  their 
import  purchases  of  carbon  steel  plate  or 
maintained  their  Import  purchases  while 
reducing  their  purchases  from  the  sub¬ 
ject  plant 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  Imports  of  articles  like  or  directly 
competitive  with  carbon  steel  plates  pro¬ 
duced  at  the  Claymont,  Delaware  plant 
of  the  Phoenix  Steel  Corporation  have 
contributed  importantly  to  the  total  or 
partial  separation  of  the  workers  at  that 
plant.  In  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  the  Act,  I  make  the  following 
certification: 

All  workers  at  the  Claymont,  Delaware 
plant  of  the  Phoenix  Steel  Corporation  who 
became  totally  or  partially  separated  from 
employment  on  or  after  December  3,  1975 
are  eligible  to  apply  for  adjustment  assist¬ 
ance  under  Title  n.  Chapter  2  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  29th 
day  of  April  1977. 

James  F.  Taylor, 
Director,  Office  of  Management, 
Administration  and  Planning. 

[PR  Doc.77-13312  Filed  5-9-77; 8: 43  ami 
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RAYBESTOS  MANHATTAN  FRICTION  MA¬ 
TERIALS  CO.,  MANHEIM,  PENNSYLVANIA 

Negative  Determination  Regarding  Eligi¬ 
bility  To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 
Assistance 


In  accordance  with  section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  and  the  Department  of 
Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of  TA¬ 
W-1311:  investigation  regarding  certifi¬ 
cation  of  eligibility  to  apply  for  worker 
adjustment  assistance  as  prescribed  in 
section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on  No¬ 
vember  30,  1976  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  November  30,  1976 
which  was  filed  by  three  workers  on  be¬ 
half  of  workers  and  former  workers  pro¬ 
ducing  friction  materials  products  at  the 
Manheim,  Pennsylvania  plant  of  Ray- 
bestos  Manhattan  Friction  Materials 
Company,  a  division  of  Raybestos-Man- 
hattan,  Inc.,  Trumbell,  Connecticut. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  De¬ 
cember  14,  1976  (41  FR  54565).  No  pub¬ 
lic  hearing  was  requested  and  none  was 
held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained  prin¬ 
cipally  from  officials  of  Raybestos  Man¬ 
hattan  Friction  Materials  Company,  its 
customers,  the  U.S.  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce,  the  U.S.  International  Trade 
Commission,  industry  analysts  and  De¬ 
partment  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  deter¬ 
mination  and  issue  a  certification  of  eli¬ 
gibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  assist¬ 
ance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility  re¬ 
quirements  of  section  222  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 


Sales  or  Production,  or  Both,  Have 
Decreased  Absolutely 

Production  of  clutch  facings  at  the 
Manheim  plant  in  terms  of  quantity  de¬ 
creased  18.2  percent  in  1975  compared 
with  1974  and  increased  17.5  percent  in 
1976  compared  with  1975.  Production  of 
woven  lining  decreased  41.4  percent  in 
1975  compared  with  1974  and  increased 
10.8  percent  in  1976  compared  with  1975. 
Production  of  brake  lining  decreased  3.4 
percent  in  1975  compared  with  1974  and 
decreased  40.2  percent  in  1976  compared 
with  1975.  Production  of  asbestos  yam 
decreased  by  21.9  percent  from  1974  to 
1975  and  decreased  by  .8  percent  from 
1975  to  1976. 

Increased  Imports 

Imports  of  asbestos  friction  materials 
products,  including  clutch  facings,  brake 
linings,  woven  linings  and  asbestos  fric¬ 
tion  materials  in  terms  of  value  de¬ 
creased  14.3  percent  in  1972  compared 
with  1971,  increased  48.6  percent  in  1973 
compared  with  1972,  increased  36.5  per¬ 
cent  in  1974  compared  with  1973  and  de¬ 
creased  8.2  percent  in  1975  compared 
with  1974.  The  ratio  of  imports  to 
domestic  production  and  consumption 
decreased  from  5.3  percent  and  5.3  per 
cent,  respectively,  in  1974  to  4.8  percent 
and  4.7  percent,  respectively,  in  1975.  Im¬ 
ports  of  asbestos  friction  materials  prod¬ 
ucts  increased  26.1  percent  in  1976  com¬ 
pared  with  1975. 

Imports  of  asbestos  yarn  are  included 
in  TSUSA  basket  category  518.2100  of 
which  the  asbestos  yam  is  estimated  to 
constitute  80  percent.  Imports  of  this 
category  increased  10.7  percent  in  1972 
compared  with  1971,  increased  45.2  per¬ 
cent  in  1973  compared  with  1972,  in¬ 
creased  40.0  percent  in  1974  compared 
with  1973,  increased  49.2  percent  in  1975 
compared  with  1974  and  decreased  10.6 
percent  in  1976  compared  with  1975. 

Contributed  Importantly 

Customers  surveyed  indicated  that 
they  purchase  no  imported  friction  ma¬ 
terials  products  such  as  clutch  facings 
and  woven  and  brake  linings.  Purchases 
of  these  products  from  the  Manheim 
plant  have  generally  remained  constant 
or  have  increased  in  1976  compared  with 
1975. 

In  order  to  comply  with  government 
regulations  concerning  the  production  of 
asbestos  yam,  Raybestos  is  phasing  out 
production  of  asbestos  yam  at  Manheim. 
The  company  will  source  production  at 
domestic  facilities  in  the  Carolinas.  The 
company  has  always  purchased  small 
amounts  of  heavy  duty  asbestos  yam 
from  foreign  sources.  It  will  continue  to 
do  so  after  the  transfer. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation,  it  is  con¬ 
cluded  that  imports  of  articles  like  or 
directly  competitive  with  asbestos  fric¬ 
tion  materials  products  and  asbestos 
wool  yam  produced  by  the  Manheim 


plant  did  not  contribute  Importantly  to 
the  total  or  partial  separations  of  the 
workers  at  that  plant. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  29th 
Day  of  April  1977. 

James  F.  Taylor, 
Director  Office  of  Management, 
Administration  and  Planning. 

IFR  Doc.77-13313  Filed  5-9-77; 8: 45  am) 


[TA-W-1395] 

ROBLIN  STEEL  CO.,  DUNKIRK, 

NEW  YORK 

Negative  Determination  Regarding  Eligi¬ 
bility  To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 

Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department  of 
Labor  hereih  presents  the  results  of  TA¬ 
W-1395:  investigation  regarding  certi¬ 
fication  of  eligibility  to  apply  for  worker 
adjustment  assistance  as  prescribed  in 
section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  Initiated  on 
December  13,  1976  in  response  to  a 
worker  petition  received  on  December 
13,  1976  which  was  filed  by  the  United 
Steelworkers  of  America  on  behalf  of 
workers  and  former  workers  producing 
carbon  steel,  structural  shapes,  sizes, 
plates,  silicon  steel,  pipes  and  tubing, 
piling,  round  wire,  stainless  round  wire 
and  welded  pipe  at  the  Dunkirk,  New 
York  plant  of  the  Roblin  Steel  Company. 

The  Notice  of  Investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  Janu¬ 
ary  4,  1977  (42  FR  896).  No  public  hear¬ 
ing  was  requested  and  none  was  held. 

The  information  upon  which  the 
determination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  the  United  Steelworkers 
of  America  and  the  Roblin  Steel  Com¬ 
pany. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  deter¬ 
mination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  assist¬ 
ance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility  re¬ 
quirements  of  section  222  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  in  such  workers’  firm,  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  of  the  firm  have 
become  totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or  partially 
separated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased 
absolutely,  and 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  are  being  Imported  in  increased 
quantities,  either  actual  or  relative  to 
domestic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  Increased  Imports  have 
contributed  importantly  to  the  separation, 
or  threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  In 
sales  or  production.  The  term  “contributed 
Importantly”  means  a  cause  which  is 
important  but  not  necessarily  more  Im¬ 
portant  than  any  other  cause. 

Without  regard  to  whether  any  other 
criteria  have  been  met,  criterion  (1)  has 
not  been  met. 


(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  proportion 
of  the  workers  in  the  workers’  firm,  or  an 
appropriate  subdivision  thereof,  have  become 
totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are  threat¬ 
ened  to  become  totally  or  partially  separated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased 
absolutely; 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  are  being  Imported  in  Increased 
quantities,  either  actual  or  relative  to  domes¬ 
tic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  Increased  Imports  have  con¬ 
tributed  Importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  in  sales 
or  production.  The  term  “contributed  Impor¬ 
tantly”  means  a  cause  which  Is  Important 
but  not  necessarily  more  important  than 
any  other  cause. 

The  Department’s  investigation  re¬ 
vealed  that  criterion  four  has  not  been 
met. 

Significant  Total  or  Partial 
Separations 

Employment  of  production  workers  at 
Manheim  decreased  23.5  percent  in  1975 
compared  with  1974  and  decreased  2.6 
percent  in  1976  compared  with  1975.  Av¬ 
erage  weekly  hours  worked  decreased  4.3 
percent  in  1975  compared  with  1974  and 
Increased  2.9  percent  in  1976  compared 
with  1975. 
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The  Dunkirk,  New  York  plant  of  the 
Roblln  Steel  Company  produces  alloy 
and  carbon  steel  billets. 

Evidence  developed  in  the  Depart¬ 
ment’s  investigation  reveals  that  no  in¬ 
voluntary  separations  occurred  from 
November  1,  1975,  one  year  prior  to  the 
signature  date  of  the  petition,  to  the 
present. 

Annual  average  plant  employment  of 
production  workers  increased  3.4  per¬ 
cent  in  1975  compared  to  1974  and  in¬ 
creased  0.7  percent  in  1976  compared  to 
1975. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  a  significant  number  or  proportion 
of  the  workers  at  the  Dunkirk,  New  York 
plant  of  the  Roblln  Steel  Company  have 
not  become  totally  or  partially  separated 
as  required  in  section  222  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  29th 
day  of  April  1977. 

James  P.  Taylor, 
Director,  Office  of  Management, 
Administration  and  Planning. 

[PR  Doc.77-13314  Piled  5-9-77;8:45  ami 


[TA-W-1545] 

SHOE  HEELS  AND  COUNTER  DEPART¬ 
MENT,  FINISHED  LEATHER  AND  VINYL 
PRODUCTS  DEPARTMENT,  WESTERN 
LEATHER  PRODUCTS  CORP.,  MILWAU¬ 
KEE,  WISCONSIN 

Negative  Determination  Regarding  Eligi¬ 
bility  To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 
Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department  of 
Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of  TA¬ 
W-1545:  investigation  regarding  certifi¬ 
cation  of  ellglbilty  to  apply  for  worker 
adjustment  assistance  as  prescribed  in 
section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  Investigation  was  initiated  on 
January  4.  1977  in  response  to  a  worker 
petlon  received  on  January  4,  1977 
which  was  filed  on  behalf  of  workers  and 
former  workers  producing  shoe  counters 
and  heels  at  the  Milwaukee,  Wisconsin 
plant  of  Western  Leather  Products  Cor¬ 
poration. 

The  Notice  of  Investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  Janu¬ 
ary  28.  1977  (42  PR  5446).  No  public 
hearing  was  requested  and  none  was 
held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  of  Western 
Leather  Products  Corporation,  its  cus¬ 
tomers,  the  U.S.  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce,  the  U.S.  International  Trade 
Commission,  Industry  analysts  and  De¬ 
partment  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  de¬ 
termination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  assist¬ 
ance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility  re¬ 
quirements  of  section  222  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 


(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  In  the  workers’  firm,  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof,  have  be¬ 
come  totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or  partially  sep¬ 
arated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased  ab¬ 
solutely; 

(3)  That  articles  Uke  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  are  being  Imported  In  Increased 
quantities,  either  actual  or  relative  to  do¬ 
mestic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  Increased  Imports  have  con¬ 
tributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  In  sales 
or  production.  The  term  "contributed  Impor¬ 
tantly"  means  a  cause  which  Is  Important 
but  not  necessarily  more  Important  than  any 
other  cause. 

Without  regard  as  to  whether  any  erf 
the  other  criteria  have  been  met,  crite¬ 
rion  (3)  has  not  been  met  for  shoe  coun¬ 
ters  and  heels  and  criteria  (2)  and  (4) 
have  not  been  met  for  finished  leather 
and  vinyl  products. 

Significant  Total  or  Partial 
Separations 

The  investigation  revealed  that  during 
the  year  prior  to  the  signature  date  of 
the  petition,  and  up  to  the  present,  invol¬ 
untary  separations  of  production  workers 
took  place  only  in  the  counters,  heels  and 
finished  leather  and  vinyl  products  de¬ 
partments. 

Employment  of  production  workers  at 
the  finished  leather  and  vinyl  products 
department  declined  10.0  percent  in  1975 
compared  to  1974  and  declined  11.1  per¬ 
cent  in  1976  compared  to  1975.  Produc¬ 
tion  workers  within  the  department  are 
used  Interchangeably  among  the  large 
variety  of  products  manufactured  in  this 
department. 

Sales  or  Production,  or  Both,  Have 
Decreased  Absolutely 

Company  sales  of  finished  leather  and 
vinyl  products  equal  company  produc¬ 
tion.  Sales  by  this  department  increased 
43.9  percent  in  1975  compared  to  1974 
and  increased  12.0  percent  in  1976  com¬ 
pared  to  1975,  in  adjusted  1974  dollars. 
Travel  kits  accounted  for  approximately 
80.0  percent  of  this  department’s  sales. 

Increased  Imports 

The  evidence  developed  in  the  Depart¬ 
ment’s  investigation  reveals  that  there 
are  no  separately  identifiable  Imports  of 
shoe  counters  and  heels.  The  products 
are  not  listed  as  a  separate  item  of  any 
U.S.  Tariff  Schedule  grouping.  In  addi¬ 
tion,  Industry  spokesmen  indicated  that 
Imports  of  these  Items  are  negligible. 

Imports  of  shoes  which  incorporate 
counters  and  heels  of  the  same  origin  are 
not  like  or  directly  competitive  with  shoe 
counters  produced  by  Western  Leather 
Products  Corporation. 

Imports  of  luggage  Increased  from 
$55,781  million  in  1972  to  $74,108  mil¬ 
lion  in  1973,  then  declined  to  $67,070 
millions  in  1974  and  to  $59,357  millions 
in  1975  and  increased  to  $112,527  mUllons 
in  1976. 


Contributed  Importantly 

A  representative  sample  of  Western 
Leather's  customers  indicated  that  all 
but  one  either  increased  purchases  of 
travel  kits  from  the  subject  firm  or  did 
not  purchase  imports.  The  only  customer 
that  decreased  purchases  from  Western 
Leather  while  importing  travel  kits,  im¬ 
ported  this  product  in  a  negligible 
amount. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation,  it  is  con¬ 
cluded  that  articles  like  or  directly  com¬ 
petitive  with  shoe  counters  and  heels 
produced  at  the  counter  and  heels  de¬ 
partment  of  Western  Leather  Products 
Corporation,  Milwaukee.  Wisconsin,  are 
not  being  imported  in  increasing  quan¬ 
tities  either  actual  or  relative  to  domestic 
production  as  required  In  section  222  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

It  is  further  concluded  that  imports  of 
articles  like  or  directly  competitive  with 
travel  kits  produced  at  the  finished 
leather  and  vinyl  products  department 
of  that  company  have  not  contributed 
importantly  to  worker  separations  as  re¬ 
quired  for  certification  under  section  222 
of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington.  D.C.,  this  29th 
day  of  April  1977. 

James  F.  Taylor, 
Director,  Office  of  Management, 
Administration  and  Planning. 

[PR  Doc.77-13315  Plied  5-9-77:8:45  amj 


[TA-W-1177] 

SOUTHWEST  STEEL  ROLLING  MILLS, 
INC.,  LOS  ANGELES,  CALIFORNIA 

Negative  Determination  Regarding  Eligi¬ 
bility  To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 
Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of  the 
Trade  Aet  of  1974  the  Department  of 
Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of 
TA-W-1177:  investigation  regarding  cer¬ 
tification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for  worker 
adjustment  assistance  as  prescribed  in 
section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on  Oc¬ 
tober  14.  1976  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  October  14,  1976 
which  was  filed  by  the  United  Steelwork¬ 
ers  of  America  on  behalf  of  workers  and 
former  workers  producing  fence  posts, 
steel  bar  products,  reinforcing  bar  and 
structural  steel  shapes  at  the  Los  An¬ 
geles.  California  plant  of  the  Southwest 
Steel  Rolling  Mills.  Inc. 

The  Notice  of  Investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  No¬ 
vember  5,  1976  (41  FR  48817).  No  public 
hearing  was  requested  and  none  was 
held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  of  Southwest 
Steel  Rolling  Mills,  Inc.,  Its  customers, 
the  U.8.  Department  of  Commerce,  the 
U.8.  International  Trade  Commission, 
Industry  analysts  and  Department  files. 
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In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  de¬ 
termination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility  re¬ 
quirements  of  section  222  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers'  firm,  or  an  appropriate 
subdivision  thereof,  have  become  totally  or 
partially  separated,  or  are  threatened  to  be¬ 
come  totally  or  partially  separated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased  ab¬ 
solutely; 

(3)  That  articles  like,  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  are  being  Imported  In  Increased 
quantities,  either  actual  or  relative  to  do¬ 
mestic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  Increased  Imports  have  con¬ 
tributed  Importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  In  sales 
or  production.  The  term  "contributed  Im¬ 
portantly"  means  a  cause  which  Is  Impor¬ 
tant  but  not  necessarily  more  Important 
than  any  other  cause. 

The  investigation  has  revealed  cri¬ 
teria  three  (3)  and  the  four  (4)  have 
not  been  met. 

Significant  Total  or  Partial 
Separations 

The  average  number  of  employees  at 
Southwest  Steel  Rolling  Mills  declined 
38  percent  in  1975  compared  to  1974  and 
declined  51  percent  in  the  first  three 
quarters  of  1976  compared  to  the  like 
period  of  1975.  Since  September  1976, 
only  the  plant  guard  force  has  been  em¬ 
ployed. 

Sales  or  Production,  or  Both,  Have 
Decreased  Absolutely 

Sales  of  steel  bars,  reinforcing  bars 
and  fence  posts  constituted  over  95  per¬ 
cent  in  1975  and  over  93  percent  in  1976 
of  total  sales  of  finished  products.  Total 
sales  of  all  products  produced  at  South¬ 
west  Steel  Rolling  Mills,  Inc.,  declined 
22  percent  in  the  first  seven  months  of 
1975  compared  to  the  same  period  in 
1974.  In  November  1975  all  operations  at 
the  plant  ceased.  In  1976,  the  plant  was 
reopened.  During  the  first  seven  months 
of  1976,  sales  declined  47  percent  com¬ 
pared  to  the  same  period  in  1975.  In 
September  1976,  operations  again  ceased. 
The  plant  has  remained  idle  since  that 
time. 

Increased  Imports 

There  are  no  separate  import  and  pro¬ 
duction  categories  for  fence  posts.  They 
are  included  in  the  categories,  Pence 
Gates,  Posts  and  Fittings.  U.S.  imports 
of  fence  gates,  posts  and  fittings  in¬ 
creased  from  5.3  thousand  net  tons  in 
1971  to  6.7  thousand  net  tons  in  1972 
and  declined  to  4.6  thousand  net  tons  in 
1973.  In  1974  imports  increased  to  4.7 
thousand  net  tons  before  declining  to 
0.8  thousand  net  tons  in  1975.  In  the  first 
nine  months  of  1976  imports  increased 
to  2.1  thousand  net  tons  compared  to 
0.6  thousand  net  tons  in  the  same  period 
in  1975.  The  ratio  of  Imports  to  domes¬ 
tic  production  increased  from  2.4  per¬ 


cent  in  1971  to  2.8  percent  in  1972  and 
declined  to  1.8  percent  in  1973  and  1974. 

In  1975  the  ratio  of  imports  to  domestic 
production  declined  to  0.3  percent.  In 
the  first  nine  months  of  1976  the  ratio 
of  imports  to  domestic  production  in¬ 
creased  to  1.1  percent  compared  to  0.3 
percent  during  the  same  period  in  1975. 

Imports  of  steel  bars  increased  from 

876.6  thousand  net  tons  in  1971  to  935.9 
thousand  net  tons  in  1972  before  declin¬ 
ing  to  849.4  thousand  net  tons  in  1973, 
777.1  thousand  net  tons  in  1974  and  488.7 
thousand  net  tons  in  1975.  In  the  first 
six  months  of  1976  imports  declined  to 

141.7  thousand  net  tons  compared  to 
358.6  thousand  net  tons  during  the  same 
period  in  1975.  The  ratio  of  imports  to 
domestic  shipments  declined  in  every 
year  from  13.1  percent  in  1971  to  7.7 
percent  in  1975.  In  the  first  six  months 
of  1976  the  ratio  of  imports  to  domestic 
shipments  declined  to  4.0  percent  com¬ 
pared  to  9.8  percent  during  the  first  six 
months  of  1975. 

U.S.  imports  of  carbon  steel  structural 
shapes  increased  from  1,477.5  thousand 
short  tons  in  1971  to  1,614.0  thousand 
short  tons  in  1972  before  declining  to 

1.250.7  thousand  short  tons  in  1973, 

1.142.7  thousand  short  tons  in  1974  and 
804.9  thousand  short  tons  in  1975.  In  the 
first  nine  months  of  1976  imports  of 
carbon  steel  structural  shapes  were  909.8 
thousand  short  tons  compared  to  629.1 
thousand  short  tons  during  the  same  pe¬ 
riod  of  1975.  The  ratio  of  imports  to 
domestic  shipments  increased  from  31.3 
percent  in  1971  to  34.1  percent  in  1972 
before  declining  to  21.3  percent  in  1973, 

19.7  percent  in  1974  and  19.5  percent  in 
1975.  In  the  first  nine  months  of  1976  the 
ratio  of  imports  to  domestic  shipments 
increased  to  34.3  percent  compared  to 

18.7  percent  during  the  same  period  one 
year  earlier. 

Contributed  Importantly 

In  1974  Southwest  discontinued  the 
fabrication  and  placement  of  reinforcing 
bar,  continuing  contracts  were  sub-con¬ 
tracted  to  other  domestic  manufactur¬ 
ers  and  no  new  contracts  were  bid. 

Customers  of  the  Southwest  Steel  Roll¬ 
ing  Mills,  Inc.,  stated  that  they  did  not 
shift  purchases  to  imported  steel  prod¬ 
ucts.  Those  customers  who  reduced  pur¬ 
chases  from  Southwest  stated  that  re¬ 
duced  construction  activity  had  lowered 
the  demand  for  the  products  made  by 
Southwest  Steel  Rollings  Mill,  Inc. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  increases  of  imports  of  products 
like  or  directly  competitive  with  the  re¬ 
inforcing  bars,  fence  posts,  steel  bar 
products  and  structural  shapes  produced 
at  the  Los  Angeles,  California  plant  of 
the  Southwest  Steel  Rolling  Mills,  Inc., 
did  not  contribute  importantly  to  the 
total  or  partial  separations  of  the  work¬ 
ers  at  that  plant  as  required  by  Section 
222  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 


Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  29th 
day  of  April  1977. 

James  P.  Taylor, 
Director,  Office  of  Management, 
Administration  and  Planning. 
IFR  Doc.77-18316  Filed  5-9-77;8:45  am] 


[TA-W-1623] 

STANDEE  MANUFACTURING  CORP., 
PERTH  AMBOY,  NEW  JERSEY 

Negative  Determination  Regarding  Eligi¬ 
bility  To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 

Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department  of 
Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of  TA¬ 
W-1523:  investigation  regarding  certifi¬ 
cation  of  eligibility  to  apply  for  worker 
adjustment  assistance  as  prescribed  in 
section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on  De¬ 
cember  27,  1976  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  that  date  which  was 
filed  on  behalf  of  workers  and  former 
workers  producing  girls  sportswear  at 
the  Perth  Amboy.  New  Jersey  plant  of 
Standee  Manufacturing  Corp. 

The  Notice  of  Investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  Janu¬ 
ary  18,  1977  (42  FR  3380).  No  public 
hearing  was  requested  and  none  was 
held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  of  Standee 
Manufacturing  Corp.,  its  customers,  the 
U.S.  Department  of  Commerce,  the  U.S 
International  Trade  Commission,  indus¬ 
try  analysts,  and  Department  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  de¬ 
termination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  assist¬ 
ance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility  re¬ 
quirements  of  section  222  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  in  such  workers'  firm,  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof,  have  be¬ 
come  totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or  partially 
separated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased  ab¬ 
solutely; 

(3)  That  Imports  of  articles  like  or  directly 
competitive  with  articles  produced  by  such 
workers'  firm  or  an  appropriate  subdivision 
thereof,  have  increased  either  actual,  or  re¬ 
lative  to  domestic  production,  and 

(4)  That  such  Increased  Imports  have  con¬ 
tributed  Importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  In  sales 
or  production.  The  term  “contributed  Im¬ 
portantly”  means  a  cause  which  Is  Important 
but  not  necessarily  more  Important  than 
any  other  cause. 

The  investigation  has  revealed  that 
although  the  first  three  criteria  have 
been  met,  criterion  (4)  has  not  been  met. 

Significant  Total  or  Partial 
Separation 

Complete  employment  data  was  not 
available  from  the  company.  Employ- 
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ment  was  25  percent  higher  in  the  first 
6  months  of  1976  than  the  first  6  months 
of  1975.  Third  quarter  comparisons  were 
not  available. 

All  employees  were  separated  in  De¬ 
cember  1976  when  the  plant  closed. 

Sales  or  Production,  or  Both,  Have 
Decreased  Absolutely 

Total  value  of  production  by  Standee 
decreased  3  percent  in  value  in  1975  from 
1974  and  1  percent  in  1976  from  1975. 

Increased  Imports 

Imports  of  children’s  dresses  into  the 
U.S.  decreased  in  1973  from  1972  and  in 
1974  from  1973,  increased  in  1975  from 

1974  and  decreased  from  949  thousand 
dozen  in  1975  to  901  thousand  dozen  in 
1976. 

Relative  to  domestic  production,  im¬ 
ports  decreased  in  1973  from  1972  and 
increased  in  1974  from  1973.  Relatively, 
imports  increased  from  12.8  percent  of 
domestic  production  in  1974  to  14.2  per¬ 
cent  in  1975.  Relative  figures  for  1976  are 
not  available. 

Imports  of  women’s,  misses’  and  chil¬ 
dren’s  blouses  and  shirts  into  the  U.S.  in¬ 
creased  absolutely  but  decreased  relative 
to  domestic  production  in  1973  from  1972, 
and  increased  absolutely  and  relative  to 
domestic  production  in  1974  from  1973 
and  in  1975  from  1974.  Imports  increased 
from  26,113  thousand  dozen  in  1975  to 
30,273  thousand  dozen  in  1976. 

Imports  of  women’s,  misses’,  and  chil¬ 
dren’s  slacks  and  shorts  into  the  U.S., 
both  absolutely  and  relative  to  domestic 
production,  decreased  in  1973  from  1972 
and  in  1974  from  1973  and  increased  in 

1975  from  1974.  Imports  increased  from 
10,067  thousand  dozen  in  1975  to  11,040 
thousand  dozen  in  1976. 

Imports  of  women’s,  misses’  and  chil¬ 
dren’s  skirts  into  the  U.S.,  both  abso¬ 
lutely  and  relative  to  domestic  produc¬ 
tion,  dcreased  in  1973  from  1972  and  in 
1974  from  1973  and  increased  in  1975 
from  1974.  Imports  increased  from  508 
thousand  dozen  in  1975  to  780  thousand 
dozen  in  1976. 

Imports  of  women’s,  misses’  and  chil¬ 
dren’s  suits  into  the  U.S.  both  absolutely 
and  relative  to  domestic  production,  in¬ 
creased  in  1973,  1974  and  1975  from  the 
previous  year.  Imports  decreased  from 
412  thousand  dozen  in  1975  to  408  thou¬ 
sand  dozen  in  1976. 

Contributed  Importantly 

Customers  of  Standee  have  not  shifted 
purchases  from  Standee  to  imported 
girls  sportswear. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  Increases  of  imports  like  or  directly 
competitive  with  girl’s  sportswear  pro¬ 
duced  at  the  Perth  Amboy,  New  Jersey 
plant  of  Standee  Manufacturing  Corp. 
did  not  contribute  importantly  to  the 
total  or  partial  separations  of  the  work¬ 
ers  of  that  plant.  Therefore,  workers  or 
former  workers  of  that  plant  are  not 
eligible  to  apply  for  Trade  Adjustment 
Assistance. 


Signed  at  Washington,  D  C.,  this  29th 
day  of  April  1977. 

James  P.  Taylor, 
Director,  Office  of  Management, 
Administration  and  Planning. 
[FR  Doc.77-13317  Filed  5-6-77:8:45  am] 


[TA-W-1305] 

SUMNEYTOWN  PANTS  SHOP,  ETTELSON 

OF  PHILADELPHIA,  INC.,  SUMNEY¬ 
TOWN,  PENNSYLVANIA 

Negative  Determination  Regarding  Eligi¬ 
bility  To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 

Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department  of  La¬ 
bor  herein  presents  the  results  of  TA¬ 
W-1305:  investigation  regarding  certifi¬ 
cation  of  eligibility  to  apply  for  worker 
adjustment  assistance  as  prescribed  in 
Section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on  No¬ 
vember  29,  1976  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  November  29,  1976 
which  was  filed  by  the  Amalgamated 
Clothing  and  Textile  Workers  Union  on 
behalf  of  workers  and  former  workers 
producing  men’s  big  and  tall  size  suit 
pants  and  slacks  at  the  Sumneytown, 
Pennsylvania  plant  of  Ettelson  of  Phila¬ 
delphia.  Inc. 

The  Notice  of  Investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  De¬ 
cember  14.  1976  (41  FR  54567) .  No  public 
hearing  was  requested  and  none  was  held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained  prin¬ 
cipally  from  officials  of  Ettelson  of  Phila¬ 
delphia,  Inc.,  its  customers,  the  U.S.  De¬ 
partment  of  Commerce,  the  U.S.  Inter¬ 
national  Trade  Commission,  industry 
analysts,  and  Department  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  de¬ 
termination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  section  222  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  In  the  workers'  firm, 
or  an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof,  have 
become  totally  or  partially  separated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased  ab¬ 
solutely; 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  compet¬ 
itive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or 
subdivision  are  being  Imported  In  Increased 
quantities,  either  actual  or  relative  to  domes¬ 
tic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  increased  imports  have  con¬ 
tributed  Importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  In  sales 
or  production.  The  term  "contributed  Im¬ 
portantly”  means  a  cause  which  is  impor¬ 
tant  but  not  necessarily  more  Important 
than  any  other  cause. 

Without  regard  to  whether  any  of  the 
above  criteria  have  been  met,  the  De¬ 
partment's  investigation  indicates  that 
criteria  (3)  and  (4)  have  not  been  met. 

According  to  the  best  estimates  avail¬ 
able  imports  of  men’s  big  and  tall  size 
suit  pants  and  slacks  are  negligible. 

Customers  indicated  that  they  would 
still  be  purchasing  from  Ettelson  of 


Philadelphia,  Inc.  had  it  not  shut  down 
and  further  Indicated  that  their  pur¬ 
chases  of  imports  of  men’s  big  and  tall 
size  suit  pants  and  slacks  are  negligible. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation.  I  conclude 
that  imports  of  articles  like  or  directly 
competitive  with  men's  big  and  tall  size 
suit  pants  and  slacks  produced  at  the 
Sumneytown  Pants  Shop.  Sumneytown. 
Pennsylvania  plant  of  Ettelson  of  Phila¬ 
delphia,  Inc.,  did  not  increase  as  required 
for  certification  under  section  222  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington.  D.C..  this  29th 

day  of  April  1977. 

James  F.  Taylor, 
Director,  Office  of  Management, 
Administration  and  Planning. 

[FR  Doc.77-13318  Filed  5-6-77:8:45  am| 


.  [TA-W-1524] 

TENCO  DIVISION,  COCA  COLA  CO. 

Determinations  Regarding  Eligibility  To 

Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department  of 
Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of  TA¬ 
W-1524:  investigation  regarding  certi¬ 
fication  of  eligibility  to  apply  for  worker 
adjustment  assistance  as  prescribed  in 
section  222  of  the  Act. 

TTie  investigation  was  initiated  on 
December  27,  1976  in  response  to  a 
worker  petition  received  on  December 
27,  1976  which  was  filed  on  behalf  of 
workers  and  former  workers  producing 
instant  coffee  at  the  Linden.  New  Jersey 
plant  of  Tenco  Division  of  the  Coca  Cola 
Company,  Atlanta,  Georgia. 

The  notice  of  Investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  Janu¬ 
ary  18.  1977  (42  FR  3369).  No  public 
hearing  was  requested  and  none  was 
held. 

The  information  upon  which  the 
determination  was  made  was  obtained 
from  the  officials  of  Tenco  Division,  the 
U.S.  Department  of  Commerce,  the 
International  Trade  Commission,  in¬ 
dustry  analysts,  and  Department  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  deter¬ 
mination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  section  222  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  in  the  workers'  Arm.  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof,  have  be¬ 
come  totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or  partially 
separated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased 
absolutely: 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  are  being  imported  In  Increased 
quantities,  either  actual  or  relative  to 
domestic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  Increased  imports  have 
contributed  importantly  to  the  separations, 
or  threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  In 
sales  or  production.  The  term  “contributed 
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Importantly**  means  a  cause  which  te  Im¬ 
portant  hut  not  necessarily  more  Important 
than  any  other  cause. 

The  Investigation  has  revealed  that  all 
of  the  above  criteria  were  met  for  the 
Processing  Department  at  the  Linden 
plant  and  that  criterion  four  was  not  met 
for  the  Packaging  Department  at  the 
Linden  plant. 

Significant  Total  or  Partial 
Separations 

Total  production  employment  at  the 
Linden  plant  declined  16  percent  from 

1974  to  1975  and  declined  11  percent 
from  1975  to  1976. 

Workers  are  directly  identifiable  be¬ 
tween  the  Processing  Department  and 
the  Packaging  Department.  Bumping  is 
permitted  between  departments. 

Sales,  Production,  or  Both  Have 
Decreased  Absolutely 

Sales  of  spray  dried  and  freeze  dried 
Instant  coffee  by  the  Linden  plant  in¬ 
creased  21  percent  in  value  from  1974  to 

1975  and  increased  68  percent  in  value 
from  1975  to  1976. 

Sales  value,  when  adjusted  for  price 
changes,  increased  12  percent  from  1974 
to  1975  and  increased  32  percent  from 

1975  to  1976. 

Pounds  of  instant  coffee  produced  in 
the  Processing  Department  declined  22 
percent  from  1974  to  1975  and  declined 
28  percent  in  the  last  three  quarters  of 

1976  compared  with  the  same  period  of 
1975. 

Pounds  of  instant  coffee  packaged  in 
the  Packaging  Department  increased  34 
percent  from  1974  to  1975  and  then  de¬ 
clined  7  percent  in  the  last  three  quarters 
of  1976  compared  with  the  same  period 
of  1975. 

The  first  quarter  was  eliminated  from 
1976  production  comparisons  because  of 
a  strike  at  the  Linden  plant  during  that 
period. 

Increased  Imports 

Imports  of  soluble  roasted  coffee 
(processed  instant  coffee  powder)  in¬ 
creased  absolutely  and  relative  to  do¬ 
mestic  production  in  each  year  from  1971 
through  1974.  Imports  declined  abso¬ 
lutely  and  relatively  from  1974  to  1975. 
Imports  then  increased  53  percent  in  the 
first  nine  months  of  1976  compared  to 
the  first  nine  months  of  1975.  The  ratio 
of  Imports  to  domestic  production  in¬ 
creased  from  35.0  percent  in  the  first  nine 
months  of  1975  to  51.4  percent  in  the 
first  nine  months  of  1976. 

Contributed  Importantly 

Company  imports  of  Instant  coffee 
powder  increased  32  percent  from  1975 
to  1976.  Importing  coffee  powder  offers 
cost  advantages  over  processing  the  cof¬ 
fee  domestically.  Tenco’s  imports  of  cof¬ 
fee  powder  are  sent  directly  to  packaging 
or  bulk  shipment  at  Linden  (with  the  ex¬ 
ception  of  some  spray  dried  coffee  which 
is  agglomerated  at  Linden) ,  thus  elimi¬ 
nating  all  processing  at  the  plant  In 
March  1975,  Tenoo  ceased  the  freeze  dry¬ 
ing  operation  at  the  Linden  plant  and 
has  since  Imported  all  freeze  dried  coffee 
to  meet  customers’  requirements.  In¬ 


creased  company  imports  resulted  in  pro¬ 
duction  declines  in  the  Processing  De¬ 
partment  at  Linden. 

Increased  imports  however,  have  not 
been  detrimental  to  production  in  the 
Packaging  Department  at  Linden.  Im¬ 
ported  coffee  powder  must  be  packaged 
just  as  coffee  processed  at  the  plant.  Con¬ 
sequently,  company  imports  cannot  be 
considered  as  contributing  to  declines  in 
employment  or  production  in  the  Pack¬ 
aging  Department 

Declines  in  production  in  the  Packag¬ 
ing  Department  from  1975  to  1976  can 
be  attributable  to  several  factors.  In¬ 
creases  in  bulk  shipments  and  changes 
in  the  product  mix  (from  large  to  smaller 
containers)  and  difficulties  in  obtaining 
supplies  from  foreign  sources  would 
cause  the  quantity  of  pounds  packaged 
to  decline. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  fact6  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  Investigation,  I  conclude 
that  Increases  of  Imports  like  or  directly 
competitive  with  instant  coffee  produced 
in  the  Procesing  Department  at  the  Lin¬ 
den,  New  Jersey  plant  of  Tenco  Division 
of  the  Coca-Cola  Company  contributed 
importantly  to  the  total  or  partial  sep¬ 
aration  of  the  workers  of  that  depart¬ 
ment.  In  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  the  Act,  I  make  the  following 
certification: 

All  workers  engaged  In  employment  re¬ 
lated  to  the  production  of  Instant  coffee  In 
the  Processing  Department  at  the  Linden, 
New  Jersey  plant  of  Tenco  Division  of  the 
Coca  Cola  Company  who  became  totally  or 
partially  separated  from  employment  on  or 
after  December  2,  1975  are  eligible  to  apply 
for  adjustment  assistance  under  Title  II, 
Chapter  2,  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

It  is  further  concluded  that  increases 
of  imports  like  or  directly  competitive 
with  Instant  coffee  packaged  in  the  Pack¬ 
aging  Department  at  the  Linden,  New 
Jersey  plant  of  Tenco  Division  of  the 
Coca  Cola  Company  did  not  contribute 
importantly  to  the  total  or  partial  sepa¬ 
rations  of  workers  of  that  department. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  29th 
day  of  April  1977. 

James  F.  Taylor, 
Director,  Office  of  Management, 
Administration  and  Planning. 

|FR  Doc  77-13319  filed  5-9-77:8:45  am] 


ITA-W-1473] 

UNION  ELECTRIC  STEEL  CORP. 

Negative  Determination  Regarding  Eligi¬ 
bility  To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 
Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department  of 
Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of  TA- 
W-1473:  investigation  regarding  certifi¬ 
cation  of  eligibility  to  apply  for  worker 
adjustment  assistance  as  prescribed  in 
Section  222  of  the  Act. 

Hie  Investigation  was  Initiated  on  De¬ 
cember  20,  1976  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  December  20,  1976 
which  was  filed  by  the  United  Steel¬ 
workers  of  American  on  behalf  of  work¬ 


ers  and  former  workers  producing  fin* 
lshed  forged  hardened  steel  rolls  lor  roll¬ 
ing  machines  in  cold  rolling  mills  at  the 
Carnegie,  Pennsylvania  plant  of  the 
Union  Electric  Steel  Corporation. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  Janu¬ 
ary  7,  1977  (42  FR  1539) .  No  public  hear¬ 
ing  was  requested  and  none  was  held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  the  United  Steelworkers 
of  America  and  Union  Electric  Steel  Cor¬ 
poration. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  de¬ 
termination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  assist¬ 
ance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility  re¬ 
quirements  of  Section  22  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  In  the  workers'  firm,  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof,  have  be¬ 
come  totally  or  partlaUy  separated,  or  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or  partially  sep¬ 
arated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased  ab¬ 
solutely; 

(8)  That  articles  like  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  are  being  imported  in  Increased 
quantities,  either  actual  or  relative  to  do¬ 
mestic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  increased  Imports  have  con¬ 
tributed  Importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  In  sales 
or  production.  The  term  “contributed  impor¬ 
tantly”  means  a  cause  which  Is  Important  but 
not  necessarily  more  Important  than  any 
other  cause. 

Without  regard  to  whether  any  of  the 
other  criteria  have  been  met,  criterion 
(1)  has  not  been  met. 

Evidence  developed  In  the  Depart¬ 
ment’s  investigation  reveals  that  no  in¬ 
voluntary  separations  occurred  since  No¬ 
vember  1,  1975  more  than  one  year  prior 
to  the  date  of  the  petition  November  1, 
1976,  except  for  a  three  week  period 
ending  February  7,  1977  due  to  a  gen¬ 
eral  energy  shortage. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  a  significant  number  or  proportion 
of  the  workers  at  the  Carnegie,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  plant  of  Union  Electric  Steel 
Corporation  have  not  become  totally  or 
partially  separated  as  required  in  Section 
222  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974.  The  peti¬ 
tion  is,  therefore,  denied. 

Signed  at  Washington.  D.C.  this  29th 
day  of  April  1977. 

James  F.  Taylor, 
Director,  Office  of  Management, 
Administration  and  Planning. 

|FR  Doc.77-13320  Filed  5-9-77:8:45  am] 


[TA-W-69T] 

WESTMINSTER  CORP. 

Revised  Certification  Regarding  Eligibility 
To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223(d)  of 

the  Trade  Act  of  1974,  the  Department 
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of  Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of 
TA-W-59T:  Investigation  regarding  ter¬ 
mination  of  certification  of  eligibility  to 
apply  for  worker  adjustment  assistance 
as  prescribed  in  section  223(d)  of  the 
Act. 

On  August  18,  1975,  workers  engaged 
in  employment  related  to  the  produc¬ 
tion  of  infants,  babies,  children  and 
misses  footwear  at  the  Westminster, 
Maryland  plant  of  the  Westminster 
Corporation  were  certified  as  eligible  to 
apply  for  trade  adjustment  assistance. 
The  Notice  of  Determination  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  Au¬ 
gust  27,  1975  (40  FR  38200) . 

The  investigation  regarding  termina¬ 
tion  of  certification  was  initiated  on  July 
28,  1976  to  determine  whether  the  group 
of  workers  specified  above  continue  to 
meet  the  group  eligibility  requirements 
of  section  222  of  the  Act.  The  Notice  of 
Investigation  was  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  (41  FR  33599)  on  August 
10, 1976.  No  public  hearing  was  requested 
and  none  was  held. 

During  the  course  of  the  investiga¬ 
tion,  information  was  obtained  from  of- 
flcals  of  The  Westminster  Corporation, 
industry  analysts,  and  Department  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  deter¬ 
mination  and  issue  a  certification  of  eli¬ 
gibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  assist¬ 
ance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility  re¬ 
quirements  of  Section  222  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

( 1 )  That  a  significant  number  or  proportion 
of  the  workers  in  the  workers’  firm,  or  an 
appropriate  subdivision  thereof,  have  become 
totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are  threat¬ 
ened  to  become  totally  or  partially  separated: 

(3)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased 
absolutely; 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  are  being  imported  in  Increased 
quantities,  either  actual  or  relative  to  domes¬ 
tic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  Increased  imports  have  con¬ 
tributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  in  sales 
or  production.  The  term  “contributed  impor¬ 
tantly’’  means  a  cause  which  is  Important 
but  not  necessarily  more  important  than 
any  other  cause. 

Whenever  it  becomes  evident  that  any 
of  the  above  criteria  are  no  longer  met, 
the  certification  as  issued  must  be  re¬ 
vised  to  include  a  termination  date.  The 
termination  date  would  apply  only  with 
respect  to  total  or  partial  separations 
occurring  after  this  date  as  specified  in 
the  revised  certification. 

Without  regard  to  whether  the  other 
criteria  are  satisfied,  the  investigation 
reveals  that  the  first  criterion  is  no  longer 
met  with  respect  to  workers  at  the  West¬ 
minster,  Maryland  plant  of  the  West¬ 
minster  Corporation. 

Significant  Total  or  Partial 
Separations 

Subsequent  to  the  August  18. 1975  find¬ 
ing.  employment  of  hourly  workers  at 
the  Westminster,  Maryland  plant  of  the 
Westminster  Corporation  decreased  69 
percent  from  1974  to  1975.  All  hourly 


workers  were  laid  off  by  the  end  of  De¬ 
cember  1975,  subsequent  to  the  June  1975 
closing  of  the  plant. 

Employment  of  salaried  workers  at  the 
Westminster.  Maryland  plant  of  the 
Westminster  Corporation  decreased  57 
percent  from  1974  to  1975,  and  decreased 
33  percent  in  the  first  three  quarters  of 
1976  compared  to  the  like  period  in  1975. 
All  salaried  workers  were  laid  off  by  the 
end  of  October  1976,  subsequent  to  the 
June  1975  closing  of  the  plant. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  total  or  partial  separations  of  work¬ 
ers  engaged  in  employment  related  to 
the  production  of  babies’,  infants’,  chil¬ 
dren’s,  and  missesr  footwear  at  the  West¬ 
minster,  Maryland  plant  of  the  Westmin¬ 
ster  Corporation  are  no  longer  attrib¬ 
utable  to  the  conditions  specified  in  sec¬ 
tion  222  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974.  In  ac¬ 
cordance  with  section  223(d)  of  the  Act, 
I  hereby  revise  the  certification  of  Au¬ 
gust  18,  1975  to  read  as  follows: 

That  all  workers  of  the  Westminster, 
Maryland  plant  of  the  Westminster  Corpo¬ 
ration  (TA-W-59)  who  became  or  will  be¬ 
come  totally  or  partially  separated  from  em¬ 
ployment  on  or  after  October  3,  1974  and 
before  May  15,  1977  be  certified  eligible  to 
apply  for  trade  adjustment  assistance  under 
Title  II.  Chapter  2  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 
All  workers  who  became  totally  or  partially 
separated  from  employment  on  or  after 
May  15.  1977  are  denied  eligibility  to  apply 
for  adjustment  assistance. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  29th 
day  of  April  1977. 

James  F.  Taylor, 
Director,  Office  of  Management, 
Administration  and  Planning. 

[FR  Doc .77-1 3321  Filed  5-9-77; 8: 45  ami 

[TA-W-1347] 

WHEELING  MACHINE  PRODUCTS  CO. 

Certification  Regarding  Eligibility  To  Apply 
for  Worker  Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department  of  La¬ 
bor  herein  presents  the  results  of  TA¬ 
W-1347:  investigation  regarding  certifi¬ 
cation  of  eligibility  to  apply  for  worker 
adjustment  assistance  as  prescribed  in 
section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on  De¬ 
cember  1,  1976  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  December  1,  1976 
which  was  filed  by  the  United  Steelwork¬ 
ers  of  America  on  behalf  of  workers  pro¬ 
ducing  steel  pipe  couplings  at  the  Na¬ 
tional  Road  plant  of  Wheeling  Machine 
Products  Co.,  Wheeling,  West  Virginia. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  De¬ 
cember  21.  1976  (41  FR  55610).  No  pub¬ 
lic  hearing  was  requested  and  none  was 
held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 
from  the  United  Steelworkers  of  Amer¬ 
ica  and  the  Wheeling  Machine  Products 
Co.,  its  customers,  the  U.S.  Department 


of  Commerce,  the  UJS.  International 
Trade  Commission,  industry  analysts 
and  Department  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  deter¬ 
mination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance.  each  of  the  group  eligibility  re¬ 
quirements  of  section  222  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  in  such  workers’  firm  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  of  the  firm  have 
become  totally  or  partially  separated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased  ab¬ 
solutely; 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  are  being  Imported  in  increased 
quantities,  either  actual  or  relative  to  domes¬ 
tic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  Increased  imports  have  con¬ 
tributed  Importantly  to  the  separations  or 
threat  thereof;  and  to  the  decrease  in  sales 
or  production.  The  term  "contributed  impor¬ 
tantly”  means  a  cause  which  is  important 
but  not  necessarily  more  important  than  any 
other  cause. 

The  investigation  has  revealed  that  all 
four  criteria  have  been  met. 

Significant  Total  of  Partial 
Separations 

The  average  number  of  production 
workers  at  the  National  Road  plant  de¬ 
creased  10  percent  in  the  4th  quarter  of 
1975  compared  to  the  like  period  in  1974. 
Employment  declined  26  percent  in  the 
first  11  months  of  1976  compared  to  the 
like  period  in  1975. 

Sales  of  Production,  or  Both, 
Have  Decreased  Absolutely 

Sales  of  pipe  couplings  at  the  National 
Road  plant  decreased  16  percent  in  value 
in  the  4th  quarter  of  1975  compared  to 
the  like  period  in  1974.  Sales  decreased 
35  percent  in  value  in  the  first  1 1  months 
of  1976  compared  to  the  like  period  in 
1975. 

Increased  Imports 

Imports  of  steel  couplings  increased 
each  year  from  1971  to  1975.  from  3.2 
million  pounds  in  1971  to  13.2  million 
pounds  in  1975.  Imports  decreased  from 
9.9  million  pounds  in  the  first  9  months 
of  1975  to  7.1  million  pounds  in  1976. 

The  ratio  of  imports  to  domestic  pro¬ 
duction  of  steel  pipe  couplings  increased 
from  25.0  percent  in  1971  to  39.8  percent 
in  1972,  then  decreased  to  35.3  percent 
in  1973.  The  import  to  production  ratio 
declined  in  1974  to  24.3  percent,  then 
increased  to  51.8  percent  in  1975.  The 
ratio  of  imports  to  domestic  production 
of  couplings  increased  from  45.4  percent 
in  the  first  9  months  of  1975  to  57.3  per¬ 
cent  in  the  first  9  months  of  1976. 

Contributed  Importantly 

Customers  of  the  National  Road  plant 
were  surveyed.  Many  of  these  customers 
are  distributors  that  indicated  they  had 
purchased  less  from  Wheeling  Products 
in  1976  than  in  1975  because  Imports 
were  coming  into  the  UjS.  and  being  of¬ 
fered  to  their  customers  at  lower  prices 
than  they  could  offer.  The  Office  of  Trade 
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Adjustment  Assistance  contacted  some 
of  the  customers  of  piping  distributors. 
Most  of  these  customers  revealed  that 
they  had  decreased  their  purchases  of 
domestically  manufactured  couplings 
and  increased  purchases  of  imported 
couplings.  The  lower  price  of  the  im¬ 
ports  was  given  as  the  cause  of  the 
switch. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  Hie  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  Investigation,  I  conclude 
that  Increases  of  imports  of  articles  like 
or  directly  competitive  with  steel  pipe 
couplings  produced  at  the  National 
Road  plant  of  Wheeling  Machine  Prod¬ 
ucts  Company,  Wheeling,  West  Virginia, 
contributed  Importantly  to  the  total  or 
partial  separations  of  workers  at  the 
plant.  In  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  the  Act,  I  make  the  following  cer¬ 
tification: 

AU  workers  engaged  In  employment  related 
to  the  production  of  steel  pipe  couplings 
at  the  National  Road  plant  of  Wheeling  Ma¬ 
chine  Products  Company,  Wheeling,  West 
Virginia  who  became  totally  or  partially 
separated  from  employment  on  or  after 
November  1,  1975  are  eligible  to  apply  for 
adjustment  assistance  under  Title  n,  Chap¬ 
ter  2  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

-  Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  29th 
Day  of  April  1977. 

James  P.  Taylor, 
Director,  Office  of  Management, 
Administration  and  Planning. 

| FR  Doc.77-13322  Piled  5-9-77:8:45  am] 


SUGAR 

On  March  17,  1977,  the  International 
Trade  Commission  determined  that  in¬ 
creased  Imports  of  sugar  are  a  substan¬ 
tial  cause  of  the  threat  of  serious  Injury 
to  the  domestic  Industry  for  purposes  of 
the  import  relief  provisions  ot  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974  (42  FR  15978) . 

Section  224  of  the  Trade  Act  directs 
the  Secretary  of  Labor  to  initiate  an  in¬ 
dustry  study  whenever  the  ITC  begins  an 
investigation  under  the  import  relief 
provisions  of  the  Act.  The  purpose  of  the 
study  is  to  determine  the  number  of 
workers  in  the  domestic  industry  peti¬ 
tioning  for  relief  who  have  been  or  are 
likely  to  be  certified  as  eligible  for  ad¬ 
justment  assistance  and  the  extent  to 
which  existing  programs  can  facilitate 
the  adjustment  of  such  workers  to  im¬ 
port  competition.  The  Secretary  is  re¬ 
quired  to  make  a  report  of  this  study  to 
the  President  and  also  make  the  report 
public  (with  the  exception  of  Information 
which  the  Secretary  determines  to  be 
confidential) . 

The  Department  of  Labor  has  con¬ 
cluded  its  report  on  sugar.  The  report 
found  as  follows: 

1.  Since  April  3,  1975,  the  effective  date  of 
the  adjustment  assistance  program,  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Labor  has  received  21  petitions 
for  certification  of  eligibility  for  adjustment 
assistance  from  workers  engaged  In  the 
growing  and  processing  of  beet  and  cane 


sugar.  Investigations  are  currently  in  proe¬ 
ms.  A  total  of  about  1600  workers  who  were 
laid  off  from  beet  sugar  processing  plants 
and  sugar  cane  mills  will  be  affected. 

2.  There  Is  no  evidenoe  of  any  widespread 
or  significant  unemployment  among  sugar 
cane  farm  and  mill  workers  in  the  mainland 
United  States.  There  Is  also  no  evidence  of 
significant  unemployment  among  sugar  beet 
farm  workers  or  those  engaged  In  the  proc¬ 
essing  and  refining  of  beet  and  cane  sugar, 
with  the  exception  of  thoee  workers  covered 
by  the  petitions.  Since  the  Hawaiian  sugar 
Industry  Is  of  a  year-round  nature,  these 
workers  would  not  be  excluded  from  trade 
readjustment  and  relocation  allowances  by 
the  requirement  In  the  Act  that  all  eligible 
workers  must  have  been  employed  at  least 
26  of  the  52  weeks  Immediately  preceding 
their  separations.  Similarly,  although  beet 
processing  tends  to  be  of  a  seasonal  nature, 
the  eligibility  of  most  of  the  workers  who 
have  petitioned  for  adjustment  assistance 
(mainly  maintenance  personnel)  would  not 
be  affected  by  this  legal  requirement. 

3.  Nearly  200  sugar  cane  mm  workers  In 
Hawaii  and  about  100  In  Louisiana  are  likely 
to  be  laid  off  over  the  next  few  months.  More 
workers  could  be  affected  If  the  price  of  su¬ 
gar  does  not  recover.  A  continuation  of  the 
western  drought  will  also  have  an  adverse 
effect  on  employment  In  sugar  beet  growing 
and  processing.  Many  of  these  workers  can 
be  expected  to  apply  for  adjustment  assist¬ 
ance.  Some  of  the  workers  Involved  In  grow¬ 
ing  and  processing  beet  and  cane  sugar  In 
the  mainland  United  States  would  not  be 
eligible  for  trade  readjustment  and  reloca¬ 
tion  allowances  due  to  the  high  degree  of 
seasonality  that  Is  characteristic  of  the 
industry. 

4.  The  workers  that  were  separated  from 
the  Industry  are  located  primarily  In  scat¬ 
tered  parts  of  Colorado  and  Hawaii.  Local 
unemployment  rates  were  considerably 
higher  In  Hawaii  (8.6  to  9.6  percent)  than 
In  the  Impacted  areas  In  Colorado  (2.4  to 
7.0  percent).  Some  of  the  displaced  Hawaiian 
sugar  cane  mill  workers  can  be  absorbed 
Into  field  operations,  however.  The  reem¬ 
ployment  prospects  of  the  remainder  of 
these  workers,  both  In  Hawaii  and  the  main¬ 
land  United  States,  are  limited  by  the  lack 
of  other  crops  or  food  processing  plants  In 
the  impacted  areas. 

5.  The  Comprehensive  Employment  and 
Training  Act  (CETA)  programs  appear  to  be 
capable  of  meeting  the  needs  of  the  dis¬ 
placed  workere.  Although  actual  levels  of 
enrollment  are  In  some  Instances  higher 
than  expected  levels,  funding  appears  to  be 
adequate  to  sustain  all  programs.  The  Em¬ 
ployment  and  Training  Administration 
through  the  State  Employment  Service  has 
the  authority  to  purchase  additional  train¬ 
ing  when  CETA  funds  are  not  available. 

Copies  of  the  Department’s  report 
containing  nonconfidentlal  information 
developed  in  the  course  of  the  6-month 
investigation  may  be  purchased  by  con¬ 
tacting  the  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment 
Assistance.  U.S.  Department  of  Labor, 
200  Constitution  Avenue,  NW„  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20210  (phone  202-523-7665). 

Signed  at  Washington.  D.C.  this  2nd 
day  of  May  1977. 

Howard  D.  Samuel, 
Deputy  Under  Secretary, 
International  Affairs. 

| PR  Doc.77-18167  Piled  5-0-77:8:45  am] 


NATIONAL  SCIENCE  FOUNDATION 
ADVISORY  PANEL  FOR  NEUROBIOLOGY 
Meeting 

In  accordance  with  the  Federal  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee  Act,  Pub.  L.  92-463, 
the  National  Science  Foundation  an¬ 
nounces  the  following  meeting: 

NAME:  Advisory  Panel  for  Neurobi¬ 
ology. 

DATE  AND  TIME:  June  l,  2,  3,  1977— 
8:30  am.-17:30  hours. 

PLACE:  Torrey  Pines  Inn,  LaJolla,  Cali¬ 
fornia. 

TYPE  OF  MEETING:  Part  open. 
CONTACT  PERSON: 

Dr.  N.  Herbert  Spec  tor,  Program  Di¬ 
rector  of  Neurobiology,  Room  333,  Na¬ 
tional  Science  Foundation,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20550,  202-634-4106. 

SUMMARY  MINUTES:  May  be  ob¬ 
tained  from  the  Committee  Management 
Coordination  Staff,  Division  of  Person¬ 
nel  and  Management,  Room  248,  Na¬ 
tional  Science  Foundation,  Washington, 
D.C.  20550. 

PURPOSE  OF  PANEL:  To  provide  ad¬ 
vice  and  recommendations  concerning 
support  for  research  in  Neurobiology. 
AGENDA:  June  1  and  3;  and  June  2, 
8:30-12  Closed;  The  panel  will  be  review¬ 
ing  and  evaluating  research  proposals 
and  projects  as  part  of  the  selection 
process  for  awards.  June  2,  13-17:30 
hours  Open:  (1)  Discussion  of  problems 
and  perspectives  In  basic  research  in  the 
neurosciences;  (2)  Methods  for  Improve¬ 
ment  of  the  Neurobiology  Program  at  the 
National  Science  Foundation. 

REASON  FOR  CLOSING:  The  pro¬ 
posal's  being  reviewed  Include  informa¬ 
tion  of  a  proprietary  or  confidential 
nature,  including  technical  information ; 
financial  data,  such  as  salaries:  and  per¬ 
sonal  Information  concerning  Individ¬ 
uals  associated  with  the  proposals.  These 
matters  are  within  exemptions  (4)  and 
(6)  of  5  U.SO.  552b(c),  Government  In 
the  Sunshine  Act. 

AUTHORITY  TO  CLOSE  MEETING: 
The  determination  was  made  by  the 
Committee  Management  Officer  pur¬ 
suant  to  provisions  of  Section  10(d)  of 
Pub.  L.  92-463.  The  Committee  Manage¬ 
ment  Officer  was  delegated  the  author¬ 
ity  to  make  such  determinations  by  the 
Acting  Director,  NSF,  on  February  18, 
1977. 

M.  Rebecca  Winkler. 

Acting  Committee 
Management  Officer. 

May  5. 1977. 

I  PR  Doc.77-13233  Filed  5-9-77:8:45  am] 
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ADVISORY  PANEL  FOR  SENSORY 
PHYSIOLOGY  &  PERCEPTION 

Meeting 

In  accordance  with  the  Federal  Advi¬ 
sory  Committee  Act,  P.L.  92-463,  the  Na¬ 
tional  Science  Foundation  announces 
the  following  meeting: 

NAME:  Advisory  Panel  for  Sensory 
Physiology  and  Perception. 

DATE  AND  TIME:  June  1,  2,  and  3, 
1977 — 9  a.m.-5  p.m.  each  day. 

PLACE:  National  Science  Foundation, 
1800  G  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20550,  Room  517. 

TYPE  OF  MEETING:  Part  open. 
CONTACT  PERSON: 

Dr.  Terrence  R.  Dolan,  Program  Di¬ 
rector  for  Sensory  Physiology  and  Per¬ 
ception,  Room  320,  National  Science 
Foundation,  Washington,  D.C.  20550, 
Telephone  202-634-1624. 

SUMMARY  MINUTES:  (Open  portion) 
May  be  obtained  from  the  Committee 
Management  Coordination  Staff,  Divi¬ 
sion  of  Personnel  and  Management, 
Room  248,  National  Science  Foundation, 
Washington,  D.C.  20550. 

PURPOSE  OF  PANEL:  To  provide  ad¬ 
vise  and  recommendations  concerning 
support  for  research  in  Sensory  Physiol¬ 
ogy  and  Perception. 

AGENDA:  Closed — June  1,  2  all  day: 
June  3,  1-5  p.m.  To  review  and  evaluate 
research  proposals  and  projects  as  part 
of  the  selection  process  for  awards. 
Open:  June  3,  9  a.m.-12  noon — (1)  Dis¬ 
cussion  of  problems  and  perspectives  in 
basic  research  in  the  sensory  physiology 
and  perception  sciences.  (2)  Methods  for 
improvement  of  the  Sensory  Physiology 
and  Perception  Program  at  the  National 
Science  Foundation. 

REASON  FOR  CLOSING:  The  propos¬ 
als  and  projects  being  reviewed  include 
information  of  a  proprietary  or  confi¬ 
dential  nature,  including  technical  in¬ 
formation;  financial  data,  such  as  sal¬ 
aries;  and  personal  information  con¬ 
cerning  individuals  associated  with  the 
proposals  and  projects.  These  matters 
are  within  exemptions  (4)  and  (6)  of  5 
U.S.C.  552b(c),  Government  in  the  Sun¬ 
shine  Act. 

AUTHORITY  TO  CLOSE  MEETING: 
This  determination  was  made  by  the 
Committee  Management  Officer  pursu¬ 
ant  to  provisions  of  Section  10(d)  of  P.L. 
92-463.  The  Committee  Management  Of¬ 
ficer  was  delegated  the  authority  to 
make  such  determinations  by  the  Acting 
Director,  NSF,  on  February  18,  1977. 

M.  Rebecca  Winkler, 

Acting  Committee 
Management  Officer. 

May  5,  1977. 

[PH  Doc.77-13234  Piled  5-9-77:8:45  am] 


NOTICES 

SCIENCE  APPLICATIONS  TASK  FORCE 
Open  Meeting 

In  accordance  with  the  Federal  Advis¬ 
ory  Committee  Act,  Pub.  L.  92-463,  the 
National  Science  Foundation  announces 
the  following  meeting. 

NAME:  Science  Applications  Task  Force. 
DATE:  23-24  May  1977. 

TIME:  23  May:  9  ajn.  to  5  p.m.,  24  May: 
9  a.m.  to  4  p.m.  (tentatively) . 

PLACE:  Room  540,  National  Science 
Foundation,  1800  G  Street,  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20550. 

TYPE  OF  MEETING:  Open. 

CONTACT  PERSONS : 

Gilbert  B.  Devey,  Executive  Secretary, 
Science  Applications  Task  Force,  Na¬ 
tional  Science  Foundation.  Telephone: 
202-634-6608. 

Dale  Draper,  NSF  Secretariat,  Na¬ 
tional  Science  Foundation.  Telephone: 
202-632-5876. 

Persons  interested  in  attending  the 
meeting  should  inform  the  Executive 
Secretary  before  5  pjn.  on  May  16,  1977. 

SUMMARY  MINUTES:  May  be  obtained 
from  the  Committee  Management  Co¬ 
ordination  Staff,  Division  of  Personnel 
and  Management,  Room  248,  National 
Science  Foundation,  Washington,  D.C. 
20550. 

PURPOSE  OF  ADVISORY  GROUP: 
The  purpose  of  the  NSF  Task  Force  on 
Science  Applications  is  to  provide  ad¬ 
vice  and  assessments  and  make  recom¬ 
mendations  to  the  NSF  Director  on  sci¬ 
ence  applications  programs  and  related 
organization  and  management  issues. 
Agenda 

May  23-24,  1977,  Room  540,  1800  O  Street, 
NW. 

Mat  23,  1977 

9  a.m. — Announcements:  Dr.  John  R. 
Whinnery,  Task  Force  Chairperson. 

9:15  a.m. — Remarks  About  House  Science 
and  Technology  Committee  Study  of  RANN. 
R.  B.  DUlaway. 

10:15  to  11:30  a.m. — Individual  Reports 
and  Elements  of  Pinal  Report. 

11:30  to  12 — Materials  Research  Labora¬ 
tories. 

Noon  to  1:30  p.m. — Lunch  (Continuing 
Task  Force  Discussion). 

1:30  to  3  p.m. — Individual  Reports  and 
Elements  of  Final  Report. 

3  to  4  p.m. — Discussions  with  Program  Di¬ 
rectors  /Managers. 

4  p.m — Remarks  by  Mr.  E.  Q.  Daddario,  Di¬ 
rector.  Office  of  Technology  Assessment. 

5  p.m. — Adjourn. 

Mat  24,  1977 

9  a.m. — General  Discussion  and  Public 
Participation. 

Noon  to  1:30  p.m. — Lunch. 

1:30  p.m. — General  Discussion  and  Public 
Participation. 

4  pm. — Tentative  Adjournment. 

Note. — Persons  Interested  in  submitting 
oral  or  written  statements  at  this  meeting 
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should  contact  Mr.  Devey  or  Mr.  Draper  be¬ 
fore  5  p.m.  on  May  16, 1977. 

REASON  FOR  LATE  NOTICE:  The  final 
agenda  for  this  meeting  could  not  be  pre¬ 
pared  untU  details  had  been  determined  at 
the  meeting  of  the  Task  Force  held  on  May 
3,  1977. 

M.  Rebecca  Winkler, 

Acting  Committee 
Management  Officer. 

May  5,  1977. 

[FR  Doc.77-13232  Filed  5-9-77;8:45  ami 

OFFICE  OF  THE  SPECIAL  REPRE¬ 
SENTATIVE  FOR  TRADE  NEGOTIA¬ 
TIONS 

ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  FOR  TRADE 
NEGOTIATIONS 

Meeting 

Pursuant  to  the  Federal  Advisory 
Committee  Act,  5  U.S.C.  App.  (the  Act), 
notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  meeting 
of  the  Advisory  Committee  for  Trade 
Negotiations  will  be  held  Wednesday, 
June  8,  1977,  from  1  p.m.  to  4:30  p.m:  in 
Room  204-A  of  the  Everett  Dirksen 
Building  Chicago,  Illinois. 

The  purpose  of  this  meeting  will  be 
to  review  and  discuss  the  status  of,  and 
the  United  States  strategy  and  objectives 
for,  the  multilateral  trade  negotiations 
currently  underway  in  Geneva. 

In  accordance  with  section  10(d)  of 
the  Act,  the  meeting  will  not  be  open 
to  the  public  because  information  falling 
within  the  purview  of  5  U.S.C.  552b(c) 
(1)  (the  exception  to  the  Government  in 
the  Sunshine  Act  for  matters  specifically 
required  by  Executive  order  to  be  kept 
secret  in  the  Interest  of  foreign  policy) 
will  be  reviewed  and  discussed. 

More  detailed  information  can  be  ob¬ 
tained  by  contacting  Phyllis  O.  Bonan- 
no,  Executive  Secretary,  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  for  Trade  Negotiations,  Office  of 
the  Special  Representative  for  Trade 
Negotiations,  1800  G  Street.  Room  725, 
Washington,  D.C.  20506. 

Phyllis  O.  Bonanno, 
Executive  Secretary,  Advisory 
Committee  for  Trade  Nego¬ 
tiations. 

[FR  Doc.77-13363  Filed  5-9-77:8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 

Agency  for  International  Development 
[Delegation  of  authority  No.  165-18 [ 
DIRECTOR,  USAID/HONDURAS 
Assistant  Administrator  for  Latin  America 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  vested  in 
me  as  Assistant  Administrator  for  Latin 
America,  Agency  for  International  De¬ 
velopment,  by  the  Foreign  Assistance  Act 
of  1961,  as  amended,  and  the  delegations 
of  authority  issued  thereunder,  I  hereby 
delegate  to  the  Director,  USAID/Hon¬ 
duras,  authority  to  negotiate  and  execute 
A.I.D.  Loan  No.  522-T-032  (Small 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  42,  NO.  90 — TUESDAY,  MAY  10,  1977 


NOTICES 


23672 

Farmer  Technologies)  In  accordance 
with  and  subject  to  the  terms  and  con¬ 
ditions  set  forth  In  a  project  authoriza¬ 
tion  dated  December  30,  1976,  authoriz¬ 
ing  said  Project  (“Project  Authoriza¬ 
tion”). 

This  delegation  of  authority  is  effective 
through  July  29, 1977. 

Acting  Assistant  Administrator, 
Latin  America  Bureau. 

April  27,  1977. 

[PR  Doc.77-18257  Filed  8-0-77; 8: 45  am] 


[Delegation  of  Authority  No.  121] 

PERSONAL  FOREIGN  EXCESS  PROPERTY 
IN  TURKEY 

Delegation  of  Authority 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  vested  In  me 
by  Delegation  of  Authority  No.  104  from 
the  Secretary  of  State,  dated  November  3, 
1961  (26  FR  10608),  as  amended,  I 
hereby  delegate  to  the  United  States 
Ambassador  to  Turkey  the  following  au¬ 
thority: 

a.  Upon  the  determination  that  It  will 
be  consistent  with  and  In  furtherance  of 
the  purposes  of  part  I  and  within  the 
limitations  of  the  Foreign  Assistance  Act 
of  1961,  as  amended  (the  Act) ,  to  permit 
the  furnishing  of  U.S.  Government- 
owned  excess  property  and  related  serv¬ 
ices  in  accordance  with  section  607(a) 
of  the  Act.  Such  authority  shall  be  exer¬ 
cised  only  with  respect  to  personal  for¬ 
eign  exoess  property  located  In  Turkey. 
Any  acquisitions  of  excess  property 
located  In  Turkey  made  under  section 
607(a)  of  the  Act  directly  from  U.S. 
Government  agencies  shall  be  subject  to 
the  guidelines  set  forth  in  Chapter  7  of 
AXD.  Handbook  16. 

b.  To  make  the  determinations  pre¬ 
scribed  under  section  607(b)  of  the  Act, 
to  wit: 

(1)  That,  with  respect  to  any  U.S. 
Government-owned  excess  property 
which  Is  to  be  made  available  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  this  Delegation  of  Authority, 
there  is  a  need  for  such  property  in  the 
quantity  requested  and  such  property  is 
suitable  for  the  purpose  requested; 

(2)  The  status  and  responsibility  of 
the  end-user  justifies  the  requested 
transfers  and  the  end-user  has  the  abil¬ 
ity  effectively  to  recondition  when  neces¬ 
sary,  use,  and  maintain  such  property; 
and 

(3)  The  residual  value,  serviceability, 
and  appearance  of  the  property  to  be 
transferred  will  not  reflect  unfavorably 
on  the  Image  of  the  United  States  and 
will  justify  the  accessoroal  costs,  and  the 
residual  value  at  least  equals  the  total 
of  these  costs. 

Such  determinations  shall  be  made  in 
writing  prior  to  the  transfer  of  such 
property.  The  authority  delegated  under 
this  paragraph  b  may  be  redelegated  to 
subordinate  officers. 

The  authority  delegated  by  this  Dele¬ 
gation  of  Authority  shall  be  subject  to 
the  terms  and  provisions  of  AJD.  Hand¬ 
book  16  Including,  without  limitation, 


those  portions  of  Chapter  5  thereof  en¬ 
titled  “Control,  Utilization,  and  Disposi¬ 
tion  of  Excess  Property”  and  “Use  of  the 
Official  AID  Emblem". 

This  Delegation  of  Authority  revokes 
Delegation  of  Authority  No.  28,  dated 
May  2,  1963  (28  FR  4726),  as  amended, 
only  insofar  as  Delegation  of  Authority 
No.  28  concerns  Turkey. 

This  Delegation  of  Authority  shall  be¬ 
come  effective  June  30, 1977. 

Dated:  April  27, 1977. 

John  J.  Gilligan, 

[FR  Doc.77-13259  Plied  5-9-77; 8: 45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

[Treasury  Department  Order  No.  250] 

DISESTABLISHMENT  OF  THE  POSTTION 
AND  OFFICE  OF  ASSISTANT  SECRETARY 

Enforcement,  Operations,  and  Tariff  Affairs 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  In  me 
as  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  Including 
the  authority  vested  in  me  by  Reorgani¬ 
zation  Plan  No.  26  of  1950,  the  following 
organizational  changes  are  ordered. 

1.  The  position  and  the  Office  of  As¬ 
sistant  Secretary  (Enforcement,  Opera¬ 
tions,  and  Tariff  Affairs)  are  hereby  dis¬ 
established.  The  functions,  responsibili¬ 
ties,  and  personnel  formerly  assigned  to 
the  Assistant  Secretary  (Enforcement, 
Operations  and  Tariff  Affairs)  are  here¬ 
by  temporarily  transferred  to  the  Under 
Secretary,  pending  review  and  further 
disposition  of  these  functions  and  re¬ 
sponsibilities. 

2.  Additional  changes  In  organization, 
and  reassignments  of  functions,  respon¬ 
sibilities,  and  personnel  necessitated  by 
this  order  will  be  finalized  as  soon  as 
possible. 

3.  Treasury  Department  Orders  No. 
128  (Revision  5),  No.  147  (Revision  3), 
No.  191-3,  No.  217  (Revision  1),  and  No. 
220  are  hereby  amended. 

This  order  Is  effective  immediately. 

Dated:  May  3, 1977. 

W.  Michael  Blumenthal, 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

[FR  Doc.77-13256  Filed  5-9-77;8:45  am] 


[ Treasury  Department  Order  No.  251] 

ESTABLISHMENT  OF  THE  OFFICE  OF 
THE  ASSISTANT  SECRETARY 

Public  Affairs 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  In  me 
as  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  Including 
the  authority  vested  In  me  by  Reorgani¬ 
zation  Plan  No.  26  of  1950,  it  is  ordered 

that: 

1.  The  position  of  the  Assistant  Secre¬ 
tary  (Public  Affairs)  Is  hereby  estab¬ 
lished.  The  incumbent  will  report  to  the 
Secretary,  and  will  be  responsible  for; 

a.  Rstnhiuhing  general  operating  poli¬ 
cies  and  guidelines,  and  providing  leader¬ 
ship,  direction  and  management  strategy 
for  administering  public  affairs  programs 
and  activities  in  all  Treasury  offices  and 
bureaus; 


b.  Formulating  and  executing  public 
Information  policies  and  programs  which 
will  Increase  the  public’s  knowledge  and 
understanding  of  Treasury’s  activities 
and  services;  , 

e.  Providing  continuing  public  infor¬ 
mation  support  to  the  Office  of  the  Sec¬ 
retary;  and 

d.  Serving  as  the  principal  advisor  to 
the  Secretary,  the  Deputy  Secretary,  and 
senior  officials  throughout  the  Treasury 
Department  on  matters  affecting  the 
public’s  understanding  of  Treasury  poli¬ 
cies  and  programs. 

2.  The  Office  of  the  Assistant  Secretary 
(Public  Affairs)  is  hereby  established. 
Under  the  supervision  of  the  Assistant 
Secretary  (Public  Affairs)  this  Office  per¬ 
forms  the  following  functions; 

a.  Developing  materials  to  inform  the 
public  of  the  Department’s  policies,  pro¬ 
grams,  activities,  and  services; 

b.  Serving  the  day-to-day  needs  of  the 
print  and  electronic  media,  including  the 
writers  who  specialize  In  economic  re¬ 
porting  and  analysis,  and  the  media  who 
base  their  daily  operations  in  the  Treas¬ 
ury  headquarters; 

c.  Serving  the  specialized  needs  of  spe¬ 
cific  Treasury  officials  for  releasing  pub¬ 
lic  information; 

d.  Providing  editorial  support  services 
such  as  preparation  of  Congressional  and 
public  statements,  and  research,  corre¬ 
spondence,  clipping  service  and  files; 

e.  Coordinating  public  affairs  policies 
throughout  the  Department. 

3.  All  of  the  functions,  positions,  per¬ 
sonnel,  records  and  property  assigned  to 
the  Office  of  the  Special  Assistant  to  the 
Secretary  (Public  Affairs)  are  trans¬ 
ferred  to  the  Office  of  the  Assistant  Sec¬ 
retary  (Public  Affairs). 

4.  Responsibility  far  maintaining  the 
Secretary’s  current  Issues  briefing  book 
and  for  answering  correspondence,  and 
the  positions,  personnel,  records,  and 
property  associated  with  these  responsi¬ 
bilities  are  transferred  to  the  Office  of  the 
Assistant  Secretary  (Public  Affairs)  from 
the  Immediate  office  of  the  Secretary. 

5.  The  Assistant  Secretary  (Public  Af¬ 
fairs)  is  authorized  to  define  the  organi¬ 
zational  structure  and  the  specific  re¬ 
sponsibilities  of  the  positions  and  person¬ 
nel  assigned  to  the  Office  of  the  Assistant 
Secretary  (Public  Affairs). 

This  Order  Is  effective  immediately. 

Treasury  Department  Order  No.  99  Is 
hereby  rescinded. 

Dated:  May  3, 1977. 

W  Michael  Blumenthal, 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

[FR  Doc.77-13255  Filed  5-9-77; 8:45  am] 


Office  at  the  Secretary 

RAILWAY  TRACK  MAINTENANCE  EQUIP¬ 
MENT  FROM  AUSTRIA;  ANTIDUMPING 

Withholding  of  Appraisement  Notice 

AGENCY:  United  States  Treasury  De¬ 
partment. 

ACTION:  Withholding  of  appraisement  t 
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SUMMARY :  This  notice  Is  to  advise  the 
public  that  there  are  reasonable  grounds 
to  believe  or  suspect  that  there  are  or 
are  likely  to  be  sales  of  railway  track 
maintenance  equipment  from  Austria  to 
the  United  States  at  less  than  fair  value 
within  the  meaning  of  the  Antidumping 
Act  of  1921.  Appraisement  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  determining  the  proper  duties  ap¬ 
plicable  to  entries  of  this  merchandise 
will  be  suspended  for  6  months.  Sales  at 
less  than  fair  value  generally  occur  when 
the  price  of  merchandise  sold  for  expor¬ 
tation  to  the  United  States  Is  less  than 
the  price  of  such  or  similar  merchandise 
sold  In  the  home  market  or  to  third 
countries.  Interested  persons  are  Invited 
to  comment  on  this  action  by  June  9, 
1977. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  May  10,  1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Paul  R.  Nichols,  Duty  Assessment  Di¬ 
vision,  United  States  Customs  Service, 
1301  Constitution  Avenue,  NW„  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20229,  202-566-5492. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION : 
Information  was  received  on  September 
23  and  October  1,  1976,  from  counsels 
acting  on  behalf  of  Kershaw  Manufac¬ 
turing  Co.,  Inc.  Montgomery,  Alabama, 
and  Tamper,  Inc.,  Columbia,  South 
Carolina,  respectively  Indicating  that 
railway  track  maintenance  equipment 
from  Austria  was  being  sold  at  less  than 
fair  value,  within  the  meaning  of  the 
Antidumping  Act.  1921,  as  amended  (19 
UJ3.C.  160  etseq.)  (referred  to  In  this  no¬ 
tice  as  the  “Act”) .  On  the  basis  of  this  In¬ 
formation  a  “Notice  of  Reopening  of  Dis¬ 
continued  Investigation”  was  published 
In  the  Federal  Register  of  November 
1,  1976  (41  FR  47970-71) ,  and  the  U.S. 
Customs  Service  renewed  its  inquiry  to 
obtain  Information  necessary  to  enable 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  deter¬ 
mine  whether  there  were  reasonable 
grounds  to  believe  or  suspect  that  there 
are  or  are  likely  to  be  sales  to  the  United 
States  at  less  than  fair  value. 

Tentative  Determination  of  sales  at 
less  than  fair  value:  On  the  basis  of  the 
information  presented  and  that  devel¬ 
oped  by  the  United  States  Customs  Serv¬ 
ice,  for  the  reasons  noted  below,  pursuant 
to  section  201(b)  of  the  Act  (19  U.S.C. 
160(b)),  I  hereby  determine  that  there 
are  reasonable  grounds  to  believe  or  sus¬ 
pect  that  the  exporter’s  sales  price  of 
railway  track  maintenance  equipment 
from  Austria  Is  less  or  likely  to  be  less, 
than  the  fair  value,  and  thereby  the 
foreign  market  value,  of  such  or  similar 
merchandise. 

Statement  of  reasons  on  which  this  de¬ 
termination  is  based:  (a)  Scope  of  the 
Investigation.  It  appears  that  all  Imports 
of  the  subject  merchandise  from  Austria 
were  manufactured  by  Plasser  and 
Theuer,  Linz,  Austria.  Therefore,  the  in¬ 
vestigation  was  limited  to  this  manu¬ 
facturer. 

(b)  Basis  of  Comparison.  For  the  pur¬ 
poses  of  determining  whether  the  mer¬ 
chandise  In  question  Is  being,  or  is  likely 
to  be,  sold  at  less  than  fair  value  within 
the  meaning  of  the  Act,  the  proper  basis 
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of  comparison  appears  to  be  between  ex¬ 
porter's  sales  price  and  the  third  coun¬ 
try  price  of  such  or  similar  merchandise. 
Exporter's  sales  price,  as  defined  In  sec¬ 
tion  204  of  the  Act  (19  U.S.C.  163),  was 
used  since  all  export  sales  appear  to  be 
made  to  a  related  purchaser  In  the 
United  States  which  In  turn  sells  to  un¬ 
related  purchasers.  Third  country  price, 
as  defined  in  section  153.3,  Customs  Reg¬ 
ulations  (19  CFR  153.3),  was  used  since 
such  or  similar  merchanidse  is  not  sold 
In  the  home  market  In  sufficient  quanti¬ 
ties  to  provide  a  basis  of  comparison  for 
fair  value  purposes.  In  accordance  with 
section  153.31(b),  Customs  Regulations 
(10  CFR  153.31(b),  pricing  Information 
was  obtained  concerning  sales  of  rail¬ 
way  track  maintenance  equipment  from 
Austria  during  the  period  of  March  1 
through  December  31, 1976. 

(c)  Exporter’s  Sales  Price.  For  the 
purposes  of  this  tentative  determination 
of  sales  at  less  than  fair  value,  deduc¬ 
tions  have  been  made  from  the  U.S.  re¬ 
sale  price  for  ocean  and  Inland  freight. 
Insurance,  brokerage,  handling,  ang 
United  States  e  us  to  ms  duties. 

(d)  Third  Country  Price.  For  the  pur¬ 
poses  of  this  tentative  determination  of 
sales  at  less  than  fair  value,  the  third 
country  price  has  been  calculated  on  the 
basis  of  the  C.IF.  delivered  price  to  a 
customer  In  Alexandria,  Egypt  Deduc¬ 
tions  have  been  made  for  ocean  and  In¬ 
land  freight  and  insurance. 

(e)  Result  of  Fair  Value  Comparison. 
Using  the  above  criteria,  preliminary 
analysis  suggests  that  exporter’s  sales 
price  probably  will  be  lower  than  the 
third  country  price  of  such  or  similar 
merchandise.  Comparisons  were  made 
on  merchandise  which  accounts  for  ap¬ 
proximately  63  percent  of  the  merchan¬ 
dise  exported  to  the  United  States  dur¬ 
ing  the  Investigative  period.  The  best 
Information  available  indicates  tha.t  ma.r- 
gins  exist  on  100  percent  of  the  mer¬ 
chandise  compared,  with  the  average 
margin  being  62  percent.  The  manufac¬ 
turer  of  the  subject  merchandise  has 
submitted  additional  Information,  but 
not  in  sufficient  time  to  allow  considera¬ 
tion  of  it  In  connection  with  this  deter¬ 
mination. 

Accordingly,  Customs  officers  are  being 
directed  to  withhold  appraisement  of 
railway  track  maintenance  equipment 
from  Austria,  In  accordance  with  5  153.48 
Customs  Regulations  (19  CFR  153.48*. 

In  accordance  with  section  153.40  Cus¬ 
toms  Regulations  (19  CFR  153.40),  in¬ 
terested  persons  may  present  written 
view’s  or  arguments,  or  request  in  writing 
that  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  afford 
an  opportunity  to  present  oral  views. 

Any  requests  that  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  afford  an  opportunity  to  pre¬ 
sent  oral  views  should  be  addressed  to 
the  Commissioner  of  Customs,  1301  Con¬ 
stitution  Avenue.  NW„  Washington,  D.C. 
20229,  In  time  to  be  received  by  his  of¬ 
fice  on  or  before  May  20,  1977.  Such  re¬ 
quests  must  be  accompanied  by  a  state¬ 
ment  outlining  the  Issues  wished  to  be 
discussed. 

Any  written  views  or  arguments  should 
likewise  be  addressed  to  the  Commis- 
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sioner  of  Customs  In  time  to  be  received 
In  his  office  on  or  before  June  9,  1977. 

This  notice,  which  Is  published  pur¬ 
suant  to  S  153.35(b)  Customs  Regula¬ 
tions  (19  CFR  153.35(b)),  shall  become 
effective  May  10.  1977.  It  shall  cease  to 
be  effective  at  the  expiration  of  6  months 
from  the  date  of  publication  unless  pre¬ 
viously  revoked. 

Bette  B.  Anderson, 
Under  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

May  3,  1977. 

(FR  Doc.77-13203  Filed  5-0-77; 8: 45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

National  Bureau  of  Standards 

NATIONAL  BUREAU  OF  STANDARDS’ 
VISITING  COMMITTEE 

Meeting 

Pursuant  to  the  Federal  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  Act  5  U.S.C.,  App.  I  (Supp.  V. 
1975),  notice  Is  hereby  given  that  the 
National  Bureau  of  Standards’ ,  Visiting 
Committee  will  meet  on  Monday,  June  27, 
1977,  from  8:30  a.m.  to  4:30  p.m.  in  Lec¬ 
ture  Room  B,  Administration  Building, 
National  Bureau  of  Standards,  Gaithers¬ 
burg,  Maryland;  and  Tuesday,  June  28, 
1977,  from  9  aun.  to  12  noon  in  Room 
3881  and  from  2  pm.  to  3:30  p.m.  In 
Room  5851,  Department  of  Commerce. 
Washington,  D.C. 

The  NB8  Visiting  Committee  Is  com¬ 
posed  of  five  members  prominent  in  the 
fields  of  science  and  technology  and  ap¬ 
pointed  by  the  Secretary  of  Commerce. 

The  purpose  of  the  meeting  Is  to  re¬ 
view  the  efficiency  of  the  Bureau’s  scien¬ 
tific  work  and  the  condition  of  its  equip¬ 
ment  In  order  to  assist  the  Committee  in 
reporting  to  the  Secretary  of  Commerce 
as  required  by  law. 

The  public  Is  Invited  to  attend,  and 
the  Chairman  will  entertain  comments 
or  questions  at  an  appropriate  time  dur¬ 
ing  the  meeting.  Any  persons  wishing 
to  attend  the  meeting  should  Inform  Ms. 
Elaine  D.  Bun  ten.  Office  of  the  Associate 
Director  for  Programs,  National  Bureau 
of  Standards,  Washington.  D.C.  20234, 
telephone  (301)  921-3131. 

Dated:  May  4,  1977. 

Ernest  Ambler. 

Acting  Director. 

|FR  Doc.77-13260  Filed  5-9-77;8:45  am] 


National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration 

AQUARIUM  OF  NIAGARA  FALLS,  INC. 

Issuance  of  Permit  To  Take  Marine 
Mammals 

On  March  4, 1977  notice  was  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  (42  FR  12453), 
that  an  application  had  been  filed  with 
the  National  Marine  Fisheries  Service  by 
the  Aquarium  of  Niagara  Falls,  Inc.,  701 
Whirlpool  Street,  Niagara  Falls,  New 
York  14301,  for  a  permit  to  take  two  (2) 
California  sea  Hons  ( Zalophus  califor- 
nianus)  for  the  purpose  of  public  display. 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that  on  May  4, 
1977,  and  as  authorized  by  the  provisions 
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of  the  Marine  Mammal  Protection  Act 
of  1972  (16  U.S.C.  1361-1407),  the  Na¬ 
tional  Marine  Fisheries  Service  issued  a 
permit  for  the  above  taking  to  Aquarium 
of  Niagara  Falls,  Inc.  subject  to  certain 
conditions  set  forth  therein.  Hie  Permit 
is  available  for  review  by  interested  per¬ 
sons  in  the  following  offices: 

Director,  National  Marine  Fisheries  Service, 
3300  Whitehaven  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.; 

Regional  Director,  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service,  Northeast  Region,  Federal  Build¬ 
ing,  14  Elm  Street,  Gloucester,  Massachu¬ 
setts  01930;  and 

Regional  Director,  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service,  Southwest  Region,  300  South  Ferry 
Street,  Terminal  Island.  California  90731. 

Dated:  May  4, 1977. 

Winfred  H.  Meibohm, 
Associate  Director,  National 
Marine  Fisheries  Service. 
[FR  Doc.77-13239  Filed  5-9-77;8:45  am] 


DR.  G.  CAUSEY  WHITTOW 

Issuance  of  a  Permit  To  Take  Endangered 
Marine  Mammals 

On  February  3,  1977,  notice  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  >(42  FR 
6618) ,  that  an  application  had  been  filed 
with  the  National  Marine  Fisheries  Serv¬ 
ice  by  Dr.  G.  Causey  Whittow,  Kewala 
Marine  Laboratory,  41  Ahui  Street,  Uni¬ 
versity  of  Hawaii,  Honolulu,  Hawaii 
96813,  for  a  Permit  to  continue  the 
studies  on  the  Hawaiian  monk  seal 
( Monachus  schauinslandi) ,  an  endan¬ 
gered  species,  previously  authorized  un¬ 
der  his  Marine  Mammal  Protection  Act 
Permit,  under  the  provisions  of  the  En¬ 
dangered  Species  Act  of  1973.  for  scien¬ 
tific  purposes. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  on  May  4. 
1977,  and  as  authorized  by  the  provisions 
of  the  Marine  Mammal  Protection  Act  of 
1972  (16  U.S.C.  1361-1407),  and  the  En¬ 
dangered  Species  Act  of  1973  (16  U.S.C. 
1531-1543),  the  National  Marine  Fish¬ 
eries  Service  issued  a  Permit  for  the 
above  mentioned  taking  to  Dr.  G.  Causey 
Whittow,  to  take  Hawaiian  monk  seals 
for  two  years  and  to  conduct  general  ob¬ 
servational  studies  subject  to  certain 
conditions  therein. 

Issuance  of  this  Permit,  as  required  by 
the  Endangered  Species  Act  of  1973,  is 
based  on  a  finding  that  such  Permit:  (1) 
Was  applied  for  in  good  faith;  (2)  will 
not  operate  to  the  disadvantage  of  the 
endangered  species  which  are  the  sub¬ 
ject  of  the  Permit;  and  (3)  will  be  con¬ 
sistent  with  the  purposes  and  policies  set 
forth  in  Section  2  of  the  Endangered 
Species  Act  of  1973.  This  Permit  was  also 
issued  in  accordance  with,  and  is  subject 
to,  Parts  220  and  222  of  Title  50  CFR, 
the  National  Marine  Fisheries  Service 
regulations  governing  endangered  spe¬ 
cies  permits. 

The  Permit  is  available  for  review  by 
interested  persons  in  the  following 
offices : 

Director,  National  Marine  Fisheries  Service, 
3300  Whitehaven  Street,  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.;  and 

Regional  Director,  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service,  Southwest  Region,  300  South  Ferry 
Street,  Terminal  Island,  California  90731. 


Dated:  May  4,  1977. 

Winfred  H.  Meibohm, 
Associate  Director,  National 
Marine  Fisheries  Service. 

(FR  Doc.77-13246  Filed  5-9-77;8:46  am] 


EXHIBITS,  INC.,  DORNEY  PARK 
COASTER  CO. 

Receipt  of  Application  for  Public  Display 
Permit 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  applicant  has  applied  in  due  form  for 
a  Permit  to  take  marine  mammals  for 
public  display  as  authorized  by  the  Ma¬ 
rine  Mammal  Protection  Act  of  1972  (16 
U.S.C.  1361-1407);  and  the  Regulations 
Governing  the  Taking  and  Importing  of 
Marine  Mammals  (50  CFR  Part  216). 

Exhibits.  Inc.,  Domey  Park  Coaster 
Company,  Dorney  Park  Road  <  Allentown, 
Pennsylvania  18140.  requests  to  take 
three  (3)  California  sea  lions  ( Zalophus 
calif ornianus)  for  public  display. 

The  requested  animals  will  be  cap¬ 
tured  by  a  professional  collector  on  or 
near  Santa  Cruz  or  San  Miguel  Islands 
off  Santa  Barbara.  California,  with  a 
hoop  net  on  land  or  with  a  modified  gill 
net  in  the  water. 

The  animals  will  be  acclimated  at  the 
collector’s  facility,  and  then  shipped  to 
the  Allentown  facility  by  commercial 
aircraft  and  truck. 

At  the  facility  the  animals  will  be 
displayed  in  a  circular  pool  120  feet  in 
diameter  with  a  varying  depth  of  4  to 
22  feet.  In  addition,  there  is  an  indoor 
holding  pool  and  2  haul-out  areas. 

The  facility  is  operated  for  profit  with 
approximately  25,000  weekly  visitors.  The 
animals  will  be  on  display  from  April 
through  September  at  the  facility  in  Al¬ 
lentown.  During  the  off-season  the  ani¬ 
mals  will  be  maintained  at  the  Appli¬ 
cant’s  facility,  a  circular  pool  approxi¬ 
mately  30  feet  in  diameter  and  2  to  6 
feet  deep,  with  a  shaded  haul-out  area, 
in  Bradenton,  Florida. 

Domey  Park  is  owned  and  operated 
by  the  Dorney  Park  Coaster  Company 
with  the  Director,  Mr.  Dietch,  having  30 
years  working  experience  in  the  care 
and  maintenance  of  sea  lions. 

The  arrangements  and  facilities  for 
transporting  and  maintaining  the 
marine  mammals  requested  in  the  above 
described  application  have  been  in¬ 
spected  by  a  licensed  veterinarian,  who 
has  certified  that  such  arrangements 
and  facilities  are  adequate  to  provide 
for  the  well-being  of  the  marine  mam¬ 
mals  involved. 

Documents  submitted  in  connection 
with  the  above  application  are  available 
for  review  in  the  following  offices: 

Director,  National  Marine  Fisheries  Service, 
3300  Whitehaven  Street.  NW..  Washington, 
DC.; 

Regional  Director.  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service,  Southeast  Region,  Duval  Build¬ 
ing  9450  Gandy  Boue-card.  St.  Petersburg, 
Florida  33702; 

Regional  Director,  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service,  Southwest  Region,  200  South 
Ferry  Street,  Terminal  Island,  California 
90731;  and 

Regional  Director,  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service,  Northeast  Region.  Federal  Build¬ 


ing,  14  Elm  Street,  Gloucester,  Massachu¬ 
setts  01930. 

Concurrent  with  the  publication  of 
this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register  the 
Secretary  of  Commerce  is  forwarding 
copies  of  this  application  to  the  Marine 
Mammal  Commission  and  the  Commit¬ 
tee  of  Scientific  Advisors. 

Written  data  or  views,  or  requests  for 
a  public  hearing  on  this  application 
should  be  submitted  to  the  Director, 
National  Marine  Fisheries  Service,  De¬ 
partment  of  Commerce,  Washington, 
D.C.  20235,  on  or  before  June  9,  1977. 
Those  individuals  requesting  a  hearing 
should  set  forth  the  specific  reasons  why 
a  hearing  on  this  particular  application 
would  be  appropriate.  The  holding  of 
such  hearing  is  at  the  discretion  of  the 
Director. 

All  statements  and  opinions  contained 
in  this  application  are  summaries  of 
those  of  the  Applicant  and  do  not 
necessarily  reflect  the  views  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Marine  Fisheries  Service. 

•  Dated:  May  2,  1977. 

Robert  J.  Ayers. 

Acting  Assistant  Director  for 
Fisheries  Management,  Na¬ 
tional  Marine  Fisheries  Serv¬ 
ice. 

|FR  Doc.77-13240  Filed  6-9-77;8:45  am] 


MYSTIC  MARINELIFE  AQUARIUM 

Issuance  of  Permit  To  Take  Northern  Fur 
Seals 

On  January  21,  1977,  notice  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (42  FR 
3886) ,  that  an  application  had  been  filed 
with  the  National  Marine  Fisheries  Serv¬ 
ice  by  Mystic  Marinelife  Aquarium. 
Mystic,  Connecticut  06355,  for  a  Permit 
to  take  ten  (10)  Northern  fur  .  seals 
( Callorhinus  ursinus ),  for  the  purpose 
of  public  display. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  on  May  2, 
1977,  and  as  authorized  by  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Fur  Seal  Act  of  1966  (16 
U.S.C.  1151-1187),  The  National  Marine 
Fisheries  Service  issued  a  Permit  for  the 
above  taking  to  Mystic  Marinelife  Aquar¬ 
ium  subject  to  certain  conditions  set 
forth  therein.  The  Permit  is  available  for 
review  by  interested  persons  in  the  fol¬ 
lowing  offices : 

Director,  National  Marine  Fisheries  Service, 
3300  Whitehaven  Street  NW.,  Washington. 

D.C.; 

Regional  Director,  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service,  Northeast  Region,  Federal  Build¬ 
ing,  14  Elm  Street,  Gloucester,  Massachu¬ 
setts  01930; 

Regional  Director,  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service,  Northwest  Region,  1700  Westlake 
Avenue  North,  Seattle,  Washington  98109; 
and 

Regional  Director,  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service,  Alaska  Region,  P.O.  Box  1668, 
Juneau,  Alaska  99802. 

Dated:  May  2, 1977. 

Winfred  H.  Meibohm, 
Associate  Director,  National 
Marine  Fisheries  Service. 

|FR  Doc.77-13241  Filed  5-9-77; 8: 45  am] 
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NORTH  CAROLINA  DEPARTMENT  OF 
NATURAL  AND  ECONOMIC  RESOURCES 

Receipt  of  Application  for  Endangered 
Species  Scientific  Purposes  Permit 

Notice  la  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  Applicant  has  applied  In  due  form 
for  a  Permit  to  take  an  endangered  spe¬ 
cies  of  fish  for  scientific  purposes  as  au¬ 
thorized  by  the  Endangered  Species  Act 
of  1973  (16  U.S.C.  1531-1543),  and  the 
National  Marine  Fisheries  Service  reg¬ 
ulations  governing  endangered  fish  and 
wildlife  permits  (50  CFR  Parts  217-222) . 

North  Carolina  Department  of  Natural 
and  Economic  Resources,  Division  of 
Marine  Fisheries,  P.O.  Box  769,  More- 
head  City,  North  Carolina  28557,  re¬ 
quests  to  take,  for  research  purposes, 
shortnose  sturgeon  (Acipenser  breviros- 
trum ),  an  endangered  species  of  fish, 
dining  the  next  three  years. 

The  Applicant  proposes:  (a)  To  cap¬ 
ture,  Identify,  tag,  and  release  sturgeons, 
Including  shortnose  sturgeon  In  the  At¬ 
lantic  Ocean  off  North  Carolina  and  Vir¬ 
ginia.  (b)  To  examine  the  catches  of 
commercial  fishermen  In  the  Albemarle 
Bound  area.  North  Carolina,  In  order 
to  determine  If  shortnose  sturgeon  still 
exist  In  the  area,  (c)  To  examine,  tag 
and  release  any  living  shortnose  sturgeon 
captured  incidentally  In  Division  nets 
set  primarily  for  Alosa  sp.  and  Morone 
sp.  In  the  Albemarle  Sound  area. 

The  Applicant  stated  that  sturgeon  are 
infrequent  Inclusions  In  pound  and  gill 
net  operations  and  that  research  Is 
needed  to  evaluate  aspects  of  the  life  his¬ 
tory  of  the  shortnose  sturgeon  In  these 
water. 

The  data  collected  from  captured  spec¬ 
imens  will  be  provided  to  other  research¬ 
ers  who  are  conducting  more  extensive 
work  on  shortnose  sturgeon. 

Documents  submitted  In  connection 
with  this  application  are  available  for 
review  In  the  following  offices: 

Director,  National  Marine  Fisheries  Service, 
8300  Whitehaven  Street,  NW.,  Washington, 

d.c.: 

Regional  Director,  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service,  Northeast  Region,  Federal  BuUd- 
Ing,  14  Elm  Street,  Gloucester  Massachu¬ 
setts  01930;  and 

Regional  Director,  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service,  Southeast  Region,  Duval  Building, 
9460  Gandy  Boulevard,  St.  Petersburg, 
Florida  88702. 

Written  data  or  views,  or  requests  for 
a  public  hearing  on  this  application, 
should  be  submitted  to  the  Director,  Na¬ 
tional  Marine  Fisheries  Service,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Commerce,  Washington,  D.C. 
20235,  on  or  before  June  9  1977.  The 
holding  of  such  a  hearing  Is  at  the  discre¬ 
tion  of  the  Director.  Those  Individuals 
requesting  a  hearing  should  set  forth  the 
specific  reasons  why  a  hearing  on  this 
particular  application  would  be  appro¬ 
priate. 

An  statements  and  opinions  that  may 
be  contained  In  this  notice  In  support  of 
this  application  are  summarized  from  In¬ 
formation  supplied  by  the  Applicant  and 
do  not  necessarily  reflect  the  views  of  the 
National  Marine  Fisheries  Service. 


Date.  May  2  1977. 

Robert  J.  Avers, 
Director  for'  Fisheries  Manage¬ 
ment,  National  Marine  Fish¬ 
eries  Service. 

[FR  Doc  77-18242  Filed  6-9-77; 8: 45  amj 


NORTHWEST  AND  ALASKA  FISHERIES 
CENTER 

Marine  Mammal  and  Endangered  Species 
Permit 

On  December  16,  1976,  notice  was  pub¬ 
lished  In  the  Federal  Register  (41  FR 
54970)  that  Northwest  and  Alaska  Fish¬ 
eries  Center,  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service,  7600  Sand  Point  Way  N.E.,  Seat¬ 
tle,  Washington  98115,  had  applied  for  a 
Permit  for  Scientific  Research  under  the 
Marine  Mammal  Protection  Act  of  1972 
(16  UJS.C.  1361-1407),  and  for  Scientific 
Purposes  under  the  Endangered  Species 
Act  of  1973  (16  UB.C.  1531-1543) .  to  take 
by  tagging  980  Hawaiian  monk  seals 
( Monachus  schauinslandi ) . 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that  on  April  6, 
1977,  the  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service  issued  a  Permit  for  Scientific  Re¬ 
search  as  authorized  by  the  Marine 
Mammal  Protection  Act  of  1972,  and  for 
Scientific  Purposes  as  authorized  by  the 
Endangered  Species  Act  of  1973,  to  the 
Northwest  and  Alaska  Fisheries  Center, 
National  Marine  Fisheries  Service,  sub¬ 
ject  to  certain  conditions  set  forth  there¬ 
in. 

Of  the  980  animals  authorized  to  be 
taken  over  the  next  five  years,  not  more 
than  90  animals  may  be  taken  prior  to 
December  31, 1977.  Prior  to  the  continua¬ 
tion  of  this  project  after  December  31, 
1977,  the  Holder  shall  submit  a  report  to 
the  Director,  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service,  describing  the  activities  con¬ 
ducted  as  authorized  by  the  Permit.  The 
Director,  may,  in  consultation  with  the 
Marine  Mammal  Commission,  approve 
continuation  of  the  project  or  terminate 
the  project. 

Issuance  of  the  Permit  Is  based,  as 
required  by  the  Endangered  Species  Act 
of  1973,  on  a  finding  that  such  permit 
(1)  was  applied  for  In  good  faith;  (2)  If 
granted  and  exercised,  will  not  operate 
to  the  disadvantage  of  the  endangered 
species  Involved:  and  (3)  will  be  con¬ 
sistent  with  the  purposes  and  policies  set 
forth  In  Section  2  of  the  Endangered 
Species  Act  of  1973.  This  Permit  was 
also  Issued  In  accordance  with,  and  Is 
subject  to.  Parts  220  and  222  of  Title  50 
CFR,  the  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service  regulations  governing  endang¬ 
ered  species  permits. 

The  Permit  Is  available  for  review  by 
Interested  persons  In  the  following  of¬ 
fices: 

Director.  National  Marine  Fisheries  Service. 

3300  Whitehaven  Street,  NW.  Washington, 

D.C. 

Regional  Director,  National  Marine  Fisheries 

Service,  Northwest  Region.  1700  Weetleke 

Avenue.  North,  Seattle,  Washington  98109; 

and 


Begtnnel  Director,  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service,  Southwest  Region.  800  South  Ferry 
Street.  Terminal  Island.  California  90781. 

Dated;  May  2. 1977. 

Winfred  H.  Meibohm, 
Associate  Director,  National 
Marine  Fisheries  Service. 
[FR  Doc.77-13243  Filed  6  9-77; 8: 45  ami 


TULSA  ZOOLOGICAL  PARK 

Issuance  of  Permit  To  Take  Marine 
Mammals 

On  March  4, 1977,  notice  was  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  (42  FR  12455), 
that  an  application  had  been  filed  with 
the  National  Marine  Fisheries  Service  by 
Tulsa  Zoological  Park,  5701  E.  36th 
Street  North,  Tulsa,  Oklahoma  74115,  for 
a  permit  to  take  one  (1)  California  sea 
lion  ( Zalophus  calif omianus)  for  the 
purpose  of  public  display. 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that  on  May  4. 
1977,  and  as  authorized  by  the  provisions 
of  the  Marine  Mammal  Protection  Act 
of  1972  (16  UJS.C.  1361-1407),  the  Na¬ 
tional  Marine  Fisheries  Service  Issued  a 
Permit  for  the  above  taking  to  Tulsa 
Zoological  Park  subject  to  certain  condi¬ 
tions  set  forth  therein.  The  Permit  Is 
available  for  review  by  interested  persons 
In  the  following  offices : 

Director,  National  Marine  Fisheries  Service. 
3300  Whitehaven  Street,  NW.,  Washington, 

D.C.; 

Regional  Director.  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service.  Southeast  Region,  Duval  BuUdlng. 
9460  Gandy  Boulevard,  St.  Petersburg, 

Florida  33702; 

Regional  Director,  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service,  Southwest  Region.  300  South  Ferry 
Street,  Terminal  Island,  California  90731. 

Dated:  May  4,  1977. 

Winfred  H.  Meibohm. 
Associate  Director,  National 
Marine  Fisheries  Service. 

[FR  Doc  77-13244  FUed  5-9-77; 8: 45  am] 


VIRGINIA  INSTITUTE  OF  MARINE 
SCIENCE 

Receipt  of  Application  for  Endangered 
Species  Scientific  Purposes  Permit 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  Applicant  has  applied  In  due  form 
for  a  Permit  to  take  an  endangered 
species  of  fish  for  scientific  purposes  as 
authorized  by  the  Endangered  Species 
Act  of  1973  (16  UJS.C.  1531-1543),  and 
the  National  Marine  Fisheries  Service 
regulations  governing  endangered  fish 
and  wildlife  permits  (50  CFR  Parts 
217-222). 

Virginia  Institute  of  Marine  Science 
(VIMS),  Gloucester  Point,  Virginia 
23062,  requests  to  take,  for  research  pur¬ 
poses,  shortnose  sturgeon  ( Acipenser 
brevirostrum) ,  an  endangered  species  of 
fish,  during  the  next  three  years. 

The  Applicant  states  that  the  research 
Is  needed  to  evaluate  aspects  of  the  life 
history  of  the  shortnose  sturgeon  In  the 
Virginia  waters  of  Chesapeake  Bay  and 
Its  tributaries. 
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Information  on  the  number  of  cap¬ 
tures,  method  of  capture,  weight,  and 
fork  and  total  lengths  will  be  obtained 
from  sturgeons  that  have  been  inciden¬ 
tally  taken  by  commercial  pound  and  gill 
net  fishery  operations.  Live  specimens 
will  be  released  at  the  site  of  capture 
after  the  desired  information  is  obtained. 
Dead  specimens  will  be  returned  to  VIMS 
for  further  analysis. 

The  Applicant  stated  that  the  data  col¬ 
lected  could  provide  valuable  infor¬ 
mation  to  other  researchers  who  are 
conducting  more  extensive  work  on 
short-nose  sturgeon. 

Documents  submitted  in  connection 
with  this  application  are  available  for 
review  in  the  following  offices: 

Director,  National  Marine  Fisheries  Service, 
Department  of  Commerce,  3300  White¬ 
haven  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.; 
Regional  Director,  National  Marine  Fisheriea 
Service,  Northeast  Region,  Federal  Build¬ 
ing,  14  Elm  Street,  Gloucester.  Massa¬ 
chusetts  01930;  and 

Regional  Director,  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service,  Southeast  Region,  Duval  Building, 
9450  Gandy  Boulevard,  St.  Petersburg, 
Florida  33702. 

Written  data  or  views,  or  requests  for  a 
public  hearing  on  this  application,  should 
be  submitted  to  the  Director,  National 
Marine  Fisheries  Service,  Department  of 
Commerce,  Washington,  D.C.  20235,  on 
or  before  June  9,  1977.  The  holding  of 
such  a  hearing  is  at  the  discretion  of  the 
Director.  These  individuals  requesting  a 
hearing  should  set  forth  the  specific  rea¬ 
sons  why  a  hearing  on  this  particular 
application  would  be  appropriate. 

Any  statements  and  opinions  that  may 
be  contained  in  this  notice  in  support  of 
this  application  are  summarized  from  in¬ 
formation  supplied  by  the  Applicant  and 
do  not  necessarily  reflect  the  views  of 
the  National  Marine  Fisheries  Service. 

Dated:  May  2,  1977. 

Robert  J.  Ayers. 

Acting  Assistant  Director  for 
Fisheries  Management,  Na¬ 
tional  Marine  Fisheries  Serv¬ 
ice. 

[FR  Doc.77-13245  Filed  5-9-77;8:45  ami 


[Department  Organization  Oder  35-1  A; 

Arndt.  2] 

DEPARTMENT  ORGANIZATION  ORDER 
SERIES 

Bureau  of  Economic  Analysis 

April  13,  1977. 

This  order  effective  April  13,  1977 
further  amends  the  material  appearing 
at  40  FR  42766  of  September  16,  1975 
and  41  FR  8520  of  February  27,  1976. 

•  Department  Organization  Order  35-1A 
of  August  4,  1975  is  hereby  further 
amended  as  shown  below.  The  purpose  of 
this  amendment  is  to  redelegate,  to  the 
Director,  Bureau  of  Economic  Analysis, 
the  Secretary’s  authority  under  sections 
4(a)  (1) .  (2) ,  (4) ,  and  4(b)  of  the  Inter¬ 
national  Investment  Survey  Act  of  1976. 


Section  3.  Delegation  of  authority,  a. 
Paragraph  .01  is  revised  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

.01  Pursuant  to  the  authority  vested  In 
the  Secretary  of  Commerce  by  law.  Including 
Reorganization  Plan  No.  6  of  1950  and  15 
TJ.S.C.  1516,  and  subject  to  such  policies  and 
directives  as  the  Secretary  may  prescribe,  the 
Director  Is  hereby  delegated  authority  to  per¬ 
form  the  following  functions  vested  In  the 
Secretary  of  Commerce  under: 

b.  Delete  the  word  “and”  at  the  end 
of  subparagraph  3.01c. 

c.  Delete  period  at  end  of  subpara¬ 
graph  3.01d.  and  add  semicolon  and  the 
word  “and”. 

d.  A  new  subparagraph  .Ole.  is  added 
to  read  as  follows: 

e.  Section  3  of  Executive  Order  11961  of 
January  19,  1977  which  delegates  to  the 
Secretary  of  Commerce  certain  authority  of 
the  President  under  sections  4(a)  (1),  (2), 
(4).  and  4(b)  of  the  International  Invest¬ 
ment  Survey  Act  of  1976  (Public  Law  94— 
472,  90  Stat.  2059,  22  U.S.C.  3101-3108).  The 
functions  thereunder  shaU  be  carried  out  In 
coordination  with  the  Bureau  of  Interna¬ 
tional  Economic  Policy  and  Research,  Assist¬ 
ant  Secretary  for  Policy  (Department  Orga¬ 
nization  Order  10-2,  Section  6.) ,  including,  to 
the  extent  feasible,  the  division  or  assign¬ 
ment  of  responsibilities.  All  regulations 
established  to  carry  out  the  functions  under 
the  Act,  and  reports  to  be  submitted  to  the 
Congress,  shall  be  Issued  by  the  Secretary 

Guy  W^  Chamberlin,  Jr., 

Acting  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Administration. 

(FR  Doc.77-13237  Filed  5-9-77;8:45  am| 


Maritime  Administration 
[Docket  No.  S-556] 

AMERICAN  EXPORT  LINES,  INC. 

Notice  of  Application 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  American 
Export  Lines,  Inc.  has  applied  for  writ¬ 
ten  permlsiion  under  section  805(a)  of 
the  Merchant  Marine  Act,  1936,  as 
amended  (the  Act) ,  to  operate  a  vessel 
on  a  maximum  of  two  voyages  in  the  in¬ 
tercoastal  trade  during  the  course  of  the 
vessel’s  service  on  Line  D  on  Trade  Route 
No.  12  (U.S.  Atlantic/Far  East).  The 
vessel  would  carry  outsized  reactor  com¬ 
ponents  and  accessories  which  are  sched¬ 
uled  for  shipment  from  Portsmouth,  New 
Hampshire,  to  Long  Beach,  California, 
in  July  1977,  and  in  December  1977  or 
January  1978. 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  the 
foregoing  application  in  the  Office  of  the 
Secretary,  Maritime  Administration, 
Room  No.  3099B,  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce  Building,  Fourteenth  and  E  Streets 
NW.,  Washington.  D.C.  20230. 

Any  person,  firm,  or  corporation  hav¬ 
ing  any  Interest  (within  the  meaning  of 
section  805(a))  in  such  application  and 
desiring  to  be  heard  on  Issues  pertinent 
to  section  805(a)  and  desiring  to  submit 
comments  or  views  concerning  the  ap¬ 
plication  must,  by  close  of  business  on 
May  18,  1977  file  same  with  the  Secre¬ 


tary,  Maritime  Administration,  in  writ¬ 
ing,  in  triplicate,  together  with  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  which  shall  state 
clearly  and  concisely  the  grounds  of  in¬ 
terest,  and  the  alleged  facts  relied  on  for 
relief. 

If  no  petitions  for  leave  to  intervene 
are  received  within  the  specified  time  or 
if  it  is  determined  that  petitions  filed  do 
warrant  a  hearing,  the  Maritime  Admin¬ 
istration  will  take  such  action  as  may  be 
deemed  appropriate. 

In  the  event  petitions  regarding  the 
relevant  section  805(a)  issues  are  re¬ 
ceived  from  parties  with  standing  to  be 
heard,  a  hearing  will  be  held,  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  which  will  be  to  receive  evidence 
under  section  805(a)  relative  to  whether 
the  proposed  operations  (a)  could  result 
in  unfair  competition  to  any  person,  firm, 
or  corporation  operating  exclusively  in 
the  coastwise  or  intercoastal  service,  or 
(b)  would  be  prejudicial  to  the  objects 
and  policy  of  the  Act  relative  to  domes¬ 
tic  trade  operations. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  11.504  Operating-Differential  Sub¬ 
sidies  (OD6) .) 

By  Order  of  the  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Maritime  Affairs. 

Dated:  May  18,  1977. 

James  S.  Dawson,  Jr., 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.77-13503  Filed  5  9-77;  10:55  am] 

GENERAL  SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 

[Temp.  Reg.  A-ll,  Supp.  4] 

FEDERAL  PROPERTY  MANAGEMENT 
REGULATIONS 

Changes  to  Federal  Travel  Regulations 

1.  Purpose.  This  supplement  extends 
the  expiration  date  of  FPMR  Temporary 
Regulation  A-ll,  incorporates  all  cur¬ 
rent  provisions  of  the  regulation  includ¬ 
ing  those  in  supplements  1  and  3  thereto, 
and  further  amends  certain  provisions  of 
FPMR  101-7,  Federal  Travel  Regulations 
(FTR) . 

2.  Effective  date.  a.  Effective  May  1. 
1977.  the  expiration  date  of  FPMR 
Temporary  Regulation  A-ll  and  sup¬ 
plements  1  and  3  thereto  is  extended. 

b.  The  provisions  of  attachment  A  to 
this  supplement  are  effective  for  travel 
performed  on  or  after  June  1, 1977 ;  how¬ 
ever,  for  entitlement  to  the  increased 
relocation  allowances  prescribed  herein, 
an  employee’s  effective  date  of  transfer: 
i.e.,  the  date  the  employee  reports  for 
duty  at  a  new  official  station,  must  be  on 
or  after  June  1,  1977. 

3.  Expiration  date.  This  regulation 
expires  April  30,  1978,  unless  sooner 
superseded  or  canceled. 

4.  Background,  a.  Executive  Order 
1 1B09  (July  22,  1971)  and  the  Travel  Ex¬ 
pense  Amendments  Act  of  1975  (Pub.  L. 
94-22,  May  19,  1975)  authorize  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  of  General  Services  to  pre¬ 
scribe  regulations  necessary  to  admin - 
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later  the  laws  governing  travel  and  relo¬ 
cation  allowances  and  entitlements  for 
Federal  employees.  Pursuant  to  this 
authority,  various  amendments  to  the 
FTR  were  proposed  by  GSA  in  a  notice 
of  proposed  rulemaking  which  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Fbdral  Register  on  May  20, 
1970  (41  PR  20708).  Federal  agencies 
were  Invited  to  comment.  This  supple¬ 
ment  implements  certain  of  those  pro¬ 
posed  amendments  as  explained  below. 

(1)  Proposed  changes  dealing  with 
provisions  concerning  the  use  of  various 
modes  of  transportation,  miscellaneous 
travel  expenses,  claims  for  reimburse¬ 
ment,  and  relocation  allowances  and  en¬ 
titlements  resulted  In  generally  support¬ 
ive  comments  from  Federal  agencies. 
Hence,  those  proposed  changes,  as  modi¬ 
fied  to  the  extent  feasible  to  accommo¬ 
date  the  views  of  commenting  agencies, 
are  Implemented  herein. 

(2)  Proposed  changes  to  regulations 
pertaining  to  per  diem  and  actual  sub¬ 
sistence  expense  reimbursement  'FTR. 
Chapter  1,  Parts  7  and  8)  generated  sub¬ 
stantial  agency  comment.  These  pro¬ 
posed  changes,  therefore,  are  not  Imple¬ 
mented  In  this  supplement  but  will  be 
subject  to  further  evaluation  and  inter¬ 
agency  review. 

b.  In  addition  to  changes  related  to  the 
above  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking,  the 
FTR  are  also  amended  to:  (1)  Implement 
the  provisions  of  Comptroller  General 
Decision  B-178342,  dated  August  11, 1976. 
which  authorizes  reimbursement  for  the 
cost  of  certain  insurance  purchased  In 
connection  with  the  operation  of  a  ve¬ 
hicle  in  a  foreign  country,  and  <2>  re¬ 
vise  certain  paragraphs  for  clarity. 

c.  The  FTR  consist  of:  (1)  The  basic 
regulations  issued  by  GSA  Bulletin 
FPMR  A-40,  dated  April  30,  1973,  and 
(2)  amendments  to  the  basic  regulations 
Issued  in  FPMR  Temporary  Regulation 
A-ll,  dated  May  19,  1975,  and  supple¬ 
ments  1  and  3  thereto,  dated  June  27, 
1975,  and  September  28,  1976,  respec¬ 
tively.  To  consolidate  all  current  amend¬ 
ments  to  the  basic  regulations  in  a  single 
document  for  ease  of  reference,  the  ap¬ 
plicable  provisions  of  FPMR  Temporary 
Regulation  A-ll  and  supplements  1  and 
3  thereto  are  republished  without 
change  in  attachment  A  to  this  supple¬ 
ment. 

5.  Explanation  of  changes.  The  pro¬ 
visions  of  attachment  A  to  this  supple¬ 
ment  amend  the  FTR,  as  revised  by 
FPMR  Temporary  Regulation  A-ll,  for 
the  reasons  given  below.  It  should  be 
noted  that  all  applicable  amendments 
to  the  FTR  published  in  attachments  to 
FPMR  Temporary  Regulation  A-ll  and 
supplements  1  and  3  thereto  are  repub¬ 
lished  in  this  supplement  without 
change. 

a.  Paragraph  1-2. 2e  is  added  to  pro¬ 
vide  guidance  in  the  use  of  ocean  vessels 
as  a  method  of  transportation  for  official 
travel. 

b.  Paragraph  1-2.6  is  revised  to  reflect 
the  new  term  '‘Government-furnished” 
vehicle  and  to  add  paragraph  l-2.6c  to 
provide  procedures  to  be  followed  if  a 


Government-furnished  vehicle  is  not 
available  as  a  first  resource. 

c.  Paragraph  1-3. 2c  Is  revised  to  au¬ 
thorize  reimbursement  for  the  cost  of 
additional  insurance  when  required  for 
the  use  of  a  rented  or  leased  vehicle  in  a 
foreign  locality. 

d.  Paragraph  1-3.6  is  revised  to  reflect 
the  new  term  "U.S.  flag  carrier"  and  to 
Incorporate  guidelines  for  the  use  of  U.S. 
flag  air  carriers  for  Government-fi¬ 
nanced  transportation  of  persons  and 
property  which  were  issued  by  the 
Comptroller  General  of  the  United 
States  In  Implementation  of  the  Inter¬ 
national  Air  Transportation  Fair  Com¬ 
petitive  Practices  Act  of  1974  'Pub  L. 
93-623;  January  3,  1975). 

e.  Paragraphs  1-4. 2a  and  l-4.2c*2)  are 
revised  to  make  editorial  changes,  and 
paragraph  l-4.2a-l  is  added  to  provide 
a  procedure  by  which  agencies  can  re¬ 
quest  GSA  to  establish  higher  mileage 
rates  for  use  of  privately  owned  con¬ 
veyances  in  areas  outside  the  contermi¬ 
nous  United  States.  'Under  this 
procedure,  any  new  rate  approved  by 
GSA  for  a  particular  overseas  area  will 
become  the  uniform  rate  payable  to  all 
Federal  employees  in  that  area.) 

f.  Paragraph  l-8.2c(l)  Is  revised  to 
clarify  that  the  rate  and  method  of  re¬ 
imbursement  in  instances  of  mixed 
travel  involving  both  per  diem  and  actual 
subsistence  expenses,  or  several  high  rate 
geographical  areas,  is  determined  by  the 
location  of  the  temporary  duty  assign¬ 
ment  at  the  end  of  the  day,  regardless  of 
where  lodgings  are  obtained,  paragraph 
l-8.2c'3»  is  revised  to  delete  the  refer¬ 
ence  to  examples  showing  computation 
of  mixed  travel  reimbursement,  and 
figure  l-8.2c  is  deleted. 

g.  Paragraph  l-9.1b-l  is  added  to  au¬ 
thorize  reimbursement  for  the  cost  of 
traveler's  checks,  money  orders,  or 
certified  checks  purchased  in  connection 
with  official  travel  within  as  well  as  out¬ 
side  the  conterminous  United  States  (as 
formerly  provided  in  l-9.1c(3),  re¬ 
imbursement  for  the  cost  of  these  items 
was  permitted  only  when  purchased  in 
connection  with  travel  outside  the  con¬ 
terminous  United  States) ,  and  paragraph 
1-9. lc (3)  by  replacing  the  provisions 
currently  appearing  therein,  which  have 
been  transferred  to  new  paragraph 
1-9. lb-1,  with  new  provisions  authorizing 
reimbursement  for  the  cost  of  trip  in¬ 
surance  purchased  in  connection  with 
the  operation  of  Government-furnished 
or  privately  owned  vehicles  in  foreign 
countries. 

h.  Paragraph  1-10.2  is  revised  to  up¬ 
date  provisions  for  the  use  of  Standard 
Form  1169,  U.S.  Government  Transport¬ 
ation  Request  (GTR),  and  reflect 
changes  in  regulations  governing  the  use 
of  cash  In  the  procurement  of  Govern¬ 
ment  financed  passenger  transportation 
services. 

1.  Paragraph  1-10. 3c(3)  is  revised  to 
prohibit  agencies  from  requiring  trav¬ 
elers  to  furnish  bonds  in  order  to  obtain 
travel  advances. 

j.  Paragraph  l-11.3c  is  amended  for 
clarity  and  to  add  paragraph  l-11.3c(18) 


to  Include  cash  payment  for  passenger 
transportation  services  as  a  cash  expend¬ 
iture  for  which  receipts  are  required  to 
support  a  claim  for  reimbursement. 

k.  Paragraph  l-11.5c(3)  Is  revised  to 
require  receipts  for  cash  payment  for 
common  carrier  fares,  except  local  tran¬ 
sit  fares,  to  support  a  claim  for  reim¬ 
bursement  and  to  provide  that  travelers 
paying  cash  for  transportation  must  In¬ 
clude  a  statement  on  the  travel  voucher 
assigning  to  the  Government  their  right 
to  recover  excess  payments  resulting 
from  a  carrier’s  use  of  improper  rates. 

l.  Paragraph  l-11.6b(ll)  is  revised  to 
reflect  the  new  term  "foreign  flag  air 
carrier"  and  to  update  a  reference. 

m.  Paragraph  2-1 .4c  is  revised  to 
clarify  the  definition  of  "agency”  and 
to  include  therein  the  judicial  branch  of 
the  Government,  and  paragraph  2-1 .4d 
is  revised  to  expand  the  definition  of 
“immediate  family”  and  to  establish  gen¬ 
eral  criteria  for  determining  the  de¬ 
pendent  status  of  certain  members  of 
an  employee’s  household  for  the  purpose 
of  relocation  allowances  entitlements. 

n.  Paragraph  2-1.5f(l)»c)  is  revised 
to  add  a  public  law  reference  number, 
and  paragraph  2-1.5g(5-a)  is  added  to 
provide  for  the  return  travel  of  a  former 
spouse  and  dependents  from  an  overseas 
post  of  duty  under  certain  conditions 

o.  Paragraph  2-1. 6b  is  revised  for 
clarity. 

p.  Paragraph  2-2.3d(2)  is  revised  to 
provide  agencies  with  the  authority  to 
approve  an  exception,  under  certain  cir¬ 
cumstances,  from  the  minimum  daily 
driving  distance  requirement  for  travel 
to  a  new  duty  station  by  privately  owned 
automobile. 

q.  Paragraph  2-4.2  is  revised  to  au¬ 
thorize  reimbursement  for  reasonable 
local  transportation  expenses  at  the  loca¬ 
tion  of  the  new  duty  station  during 
housekeeping  trips. 

r.  Paragraph  2-6.2g  is  revised  to  in¬ 
crease  the  dollar  limitations  on  expenses 
which  may  be  reimbursed  In  connection 
with  the  purchase  or  sale  of  a  residence 
Incident  to  relocation. 

s.  Paragraph  2-8.2a  is  revised  to  in¬ 
crease  the  maximum  weight  allowance 
for  shipment  of  household  goods  and 
personal  effects  of  an  employee  without 
Immediate  family,  and  paragraph  2- 
8.2a-l  is  added  to  establish  guidelines  for 
shipment  of  an  employee’s  personally 
owned  professional  books,  papers,  and 
equipment  as  an  administrative  expense 
of  an  agency. 

6.  Effect  on  other  issuances.  Effective 

June  1,  1977,  attachment  A  to  FPMR 
Temporary  Regulation  A-ll,  dated  May 
19, 1975,  is  superseded,  and  supplements  l 
and  3  to  that  regulation,  dated  June  27, 
1975,  and  September  28,  1976,  respec¬ 
tively,  are  canceled.  The  applicable  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  above  are  Incorporated 
herein. 

Robert  T.  Griffin. 

Acting  Administrator  of 
General  Services. 

April  29,  1977. 
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Changes  To  Femdul  Tzara.  Rxctrumosw, 
FPMB  101-7 

1.  Paragraphs  1-1.9  a  and  b  and  1-1  Sc  (9) 
through  (8)  are  republished  without  change, 
as  follows: 

1-1.2.  Applicability. 

a.  The  provisions  of  this  chapter  apply  to 
official  travel  of  civilian  employees  of  Gov¬ 
ernment  agencies,  including  civilian  em¬ 
ployees  of  the  Department  of  Defense,  as 
authorized  under  5  U.S.C.  6701-5709,  but  ex¬ 
cluding  employees  of  the  Judicial  branch  of 
the  Government. 

b.  The  provisions  of  this  chapter  also 
apply  to  official  travel  of  Individuals  em¬ 
ployed  intermittently  In  the  Govern¬ 
ment  service  as  consultants  or  experts  and 
paid  on  a  daily  when-actually-employed 

(WAE)  basis  and  of  Individuals  serving 
without  pay  or  at  $1  a  year.  These  In¬ 
dividuals  are  not  considered  to  have  a  “per¬ 
manent  duty  station”  within  the  general 
meaning  of  that  term;  however,  they  may 
be  allowed  travel  or  transportation  ex¬ 
penses  under  this  chapter  while  traveling 
on  official  business  for  the  Government  away 
from  their  homes  or  regular  places  of  busi¬ 
ness  and  while  at  places  of  Government 
employment  or  service.  Maximum  rates  pre¬ 
scribed  herein  are  applicable  unless  a  high¬ 
er  rate  is  specifically  authorized  in  an  ap¬ 
propriation  or  other  statute. 

1-1.3.  General  rules. 

•  •  •  •  _  • 

c.  Definitions. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(3)  Government- furnished  automobile. 
The  term  “Government -furnished  automo¬ 
bile”  Includes  an  automobile  which  is:  (a) 
owned  by  an  agency,  (b)  assigned  or  dis¬ 
patched  to  an  agency  on  a  rental  basis  from 
a  GSA  inter-agency  motor  pool,  or  (c)  leased 
by  the  Government  for  a  period  of  30  days 
or  longer  from  a  commercial  firm. 

(4)  Government -contract  rental  automo¬ 
bile.  A  “Government-contract  rental  auto¬ 
mobile”  is  an  automobile  obtained  from  a 
commercial  firm  under  the  provisions  of  an 
appropriate  General  Services  Administration 
(GSA)  Federal  Supply  Schedule  contract. 

(5)  Special  conveyance.  “Special  convey¬ 
ance’’  is  any  method  of  transportation  other 
than  common  carrier.  Government-fur¬ 
nished  or  privately  owned,  which  requires 
specific  authorization  or  approval  for  the 
use  thereof.  Such  transportation  generally 
Includes  conveyances  obtained  through  com¬ 
mercial  rental  means  for  less  than  30  days. 

(6)  Employee.  As  used  In  this  chapter, 
“employee”  means  an  Individual  employed 
In  or  under  an  agency.  Including  an  individ¬ 
ual  employed  Intermittently  In  the  Govern¬ 
ment  service  as  an  expert  or  consultant  and 
paid  on  a  dally  when-actually-employed 
(WAE)  basis  and  an  individual  serving  with¬ 
out  pay  or  at  $1  a  year. 

(7)  Government.  “Government"  means  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  and  the 
government  of  the  District  of  Columbia. 

(8) .  Agency.  "Agency”  means  an  executive 
agency;  a  military  department;  an  office, 
agency,  or  other  establishment  In  the  legis¬ 
lative  branch;  and  the  government  of  the 
District  of  Columbia,  but  does  not  include 
a  Government-controlled  corporation,  a 
Member  of  Congress,  or  an  office  or  commit¬ 
tee  of  either  House  of  Congress  or  of  the  two 
Houses. 

2.  Paragraph  l-2.2e  Is  added  and  para¬ 
graphs  1-2. 2a  through  d  are  republished 
without  change,  as  follows: 

1-2.2.  Methods  of  transportation. 

a.  Authorized  methods.  Methods  of  trans¬ 
portation  authorized  for  official  travel  In¬ 


clude  railroads,  airlines,  helicopter  service, 
ships,  buses,  streetcars,  subways,  and  taxi¬ 
cabs;  Government-furnished  and  contract 
rental  automobiles  and  airplanes;  privately 
owned  and  rented  automobiles  and  airplanes; 
and  any  other  necessary  means  of  convey¬ 
ance. 

b.  Selecting  method  of  transportation  to 
be  used.  Travel  on  official  business  shall  be 
by  the  method  of  transportation  which  will 
result  In  the  greatest  advantage  to  the  Gov¬ 
ernment,  cost  and  other  factors  considered. 
In  selecting  a  particular  method  of  trans¬ 
portation  to  be  used,  consideration  shall  be 
given  to  energy  conservation  and  to  the  total 
cost  to  the  Government,  Including  costs  of 
per  diem,  overtime,  lost  work  time,  and  ac¬ 
tual  transportation  costs.  Additional  factors 
to  be  considered  are  the  total  distance  of 
travel,  the  number  of  points  visited,  and  the 
number  of  travelers.  6  U.S.C.  6733  requires 
that,  “The  travel  of  an  employee  shall  be 
by  the  most  expeditious  means  of  transpor¬ 
tation  practicable  and  shall  be  commensu¬ 
rate  with  the  nature  and  purpose  of  the 
duties  of  the  employee  requiring  such 
travel.” 

c.  Presumptions  as  to  most  advantageous 
method  of  transportation. 

(1)  Common  carrier.  Since  travel  by  com¬ 
mon  carrier  (air,  rail,  or  bus)  will  generally 
result  In  the  most  efficient  use  of  energy 
resources  and  in  the  least  costly  and  most 
expeditious  performance  of  travel,  this 
method  shall  be  used  whenever  It  Is  rea¬ 
sonably  available.  Other  methods  of  trans¬ 
portation  may  be  authorized  as  advantageous 
only  when  the  use  of  common  carrier  trans¬ 
portation  would  seriously  Interfere  with  the 
performance  of  official  business  or  Impose 
an  undue  hardship  upon  the  traveler,  or 
when  the  total  cost  by  common  carrier  would 
exceed  the  cost  by  some  other  method  of 
transportation.  The  determination  that  an¬ 
other  method  of  transportation  would  be 
more  advantageous  to  the  Government  than 
common  carrier  transportation  shall  not  be 
made  on  the  basis  of  personal  preference  or 
minor  Inconvenience  to  the  traveler  result¬ 
ing  from  common  carrier  scheduling. 

(2)  Government- furnished  automobiles. 
When  it  is  determined  that  common  carrier 
transportation  is  not  advantageous  to  the 
Government  and  that  an  automobile  Is  re¬ 
quired  for  official  travel,  a  Government- 
furnished  automobile  shall  be  used  whenever 
it  is  reasonably  available. 

(3)  Privately  owned  conveyance.  Except  as 
provided  In  l-2,2d,  the  use  at  a  privately 
owned  conveyance  shall  be  authorized  only 
when  such  use  Is  advantageous  to  the  Gov¬ 
ernment.  A  determination  that  the  use  of  a 
privately  owned  conveyance  would  be  ad¬ 
vantageous  to  the  Government  shall  be  pre¬ 
ceded  by  a  determination  that  common  car¬ 
rier  transportation  or  Government-furnished 
vehicle  transportation  is  not  available  or 
would  not  be  advantageous  to  the  Govern¬ 
ment.  To  the  maximum  extent  possible, 
these  determinations  and  the  authorization 
to  use  a  privately  owned  conveyance  shall 
be  made  before  the  performance  of  travel. 

(4)  Special  conveyance.  Commercially 
rented  vehicles  and  other  special  convey¬ 
ances  shall  be  used  only  when  It  Is  deter¬ 
mined  that  use  of  other  methods  of  trans¬ 
portation  discussed  in  l-2.2c  would  not  be 
more  advantageous  to  the  Government.  In 
the  selection  of  commercially  rented  vehi¬ 
cles,  first  consideration  shall  be  given  to 
Government-contract  rental  vehicles  avail¬ 
able  under  an  appropriate  GSA  Federal  Sup¬ 
ply  Schedule  contract. 

d.  Permissive  use  of  a  privately  owned  con¬ 
veyance.  When  an  employee  uses  a  privately, 
owned  conveyance  as  a  matter  of  personal 
preference  and  such  use  is  compatible  with 
the  performance  of  official  business,  although 
not  determined  to  be  advantageous  to  the 


Government  under  l-2.9c(9) ,  such  nee  may 
be  authorized  or  approved  provided  that 
reimbursement  la  limited  In  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  1-4. 

e.  Travel  by  ocean  vessel.  Except  for  travel 
between  points  served  by  ferries,  travel  by 
ocean  vessel  shall  not  be  regarded  as  advan¬ 
tageous  to  the  Government  In  the  absence  of 
sufficient  Justification  that  the  advantages 
accruing  from  the  use  of  ocean  transporta¬ 
tion  offset  the  higher  costs  associated  with 
this  method  of  transportation;  l.e.,  per  diem, 
transportation,  and  lost  worktime.  Authority 
to  authorize  or  approve  travel  by  ocean  ves¬ 
sel  shall  be  retained  ait  the  highest  admin¬ 
istrative  level  consistent  with  agency  travel 
management  policy.  The  requirements  of 
13. 6a  for  use  of  United  States  flag  ships 
shall  be  observed.  (See  1-3. 3c  for  authorized 
vessel  accommodations.) 

3.  Paragraph  1-2.6  is  revised  as  follows: 

1-2.6.  Use  of  Government-furnished  vehicles. 

a.  Use  limited  to  official  purposes.  When  a 
Government-furnished  vehicle  Is  used  by  an 
employee  for  official  travel.  Its  use  shall  be 
limited  to  official  purposes  (31  UJS.C.  638a) 
which  Include  transportation  between  places 
where  the  employee’s  presence  is  required 
incident  to  official  business;  between  such 
places  and  places  of  temporary  lodging  when 
public  transportation  Is  unavailable  or  Its 
use  Is  Impractical;  and  between  either  of  the 
above  places  and  suitable  eating  places,  drug 
stores,  barber  shops,  places  of  worship,  clean¬ 
ing  establishments,  and  similar  places  neces¬ 
sary  for  the  sustenance,  comfort,  or  health 
of  the  employee  to  foster  the  continued  effi¬ 
cient  performance  of  Government  business. 

b.  Government  driver’s  identification  card. 
Under  Instructions  prescribed  by  the  UA 
Civil  Service  Commission,  a  Federal  employee 
who  must  occasionally  use  a  Government- 
furnished  vehicle  for  official  business  while 
on  temporary  duty  away  from  his  official  sta¬ 
tion  need  not  possess  a  Standard  Form  46, 
U.S.  Government  Motor  Vehicle  Operator's 
Identification  Card,  If  he  holds  a  valid  State, 
District  of  Columbia,  or  territorial  motor  ve¬ 
hicle  operator’s  license  and  presents  travel 
orders  specifically  authorizing  the  temporary 
use  of  a  Government-furnished  vehicle. 

c.  Vehicle  not  available.  It  a  Government- 
furnished  vehicle  is  not  available  as  a  first 
resource,  a  commercially  rented  vehicle  may 
be  used  provided  such  use  Is  consistent  with 
the  provisions  of  l-2.2c  and  the  regulations 
and  authorizations  of  the  employee's  agency. 

4.  Paragraph  1-3 .2c  Is  revised  as  follows: 

1-3.2.  Rental  authomobiles  and  special  con¬ 
veyances. 

•  •  •  •  • 

c.  Damage  waiver  or  insurance  costs.  Com¬ 
mercial  vehicle  rental  contracts  customarily 
Include  full  Insurance  coverage  for  property 
damage  or  Injury  or  death  to  third  parties 
resulting  from  the  re n  tee’s  use  of  the  vehi¬ 
cle.  Damage  to  the  rented  vehicle  (collision 
damage),  however.  Is  often  covered  only 
above  a  deductible  amount  specified  In  the 
rental  contract,  the  rentee  being  responsible 
for  the  cost  of  damage  below  that  amount. 
In  such  Instances,  additional  insurance  (col¬ 
lision  damage  waiver  or  collision  damage  in¬ 
surance)  to  relieve  the  rentee  from  liability 
for  damage  to  the  vehicle  up  to  a  deductible 
amount  Is  available  in  the  rental  contract  for 
an  extra  fee. 

(I)  Agencies  may  not  pay  or  reimburse 
the  employee  for  the  cost  of  collision  damage 
waiver  or  collision  damage  Insurance  when 
official  travel  In  the  rental  vehicle  Is  per¬ 
formed  wholly  within  the  conterminous 
United  States,  Alaska,  Hawaii,  the  Common¬ 
wealth  of  Puerto  Rico,  the  Canal  Zone,  or 
the  United  States  territories  and  possession*. 
However,  agencies  are  authorized  to  pay  for 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  42,  NO.  90— TUESDAY,  MAY  10,  1977 


NOTICES 


23679 


damage  to  the  rented  vehicle  up  to  the  de¬ 
ductible  amount  contained  In  the  rental  con¬ 
tract  If  the  damage  occurs  while  the  vehicle 
Is  being  used  for  official  business. 

(3)  Agencies  may  pay  or  reimburse  the 
employee  for  the  ooet  of  additional  Insur¬ 
ance  (collision  damage  waiver  or  collision 
damage  insurance)  when  the  vehicle  Is 
rented  or  leased  for  official  travel  In  foreign 
areas  (areas  other  than  those  listed  In  (1), 
above) . 

(3)  The  cost  of  personal  accident  Insur¬ 
ance  Is  a  personal  expense  and  Is  not  reim¬ 
bursable. 

•  •  \  •  •  • 

5.  Paragraph  1-3.6  Is  revised  as  follows: 

1-3  6  Use  of  United  States  flag  carriers. 

a.  Travel  by  United  States  flag  ships.  Sec¬ 
tion  901  of  the  Merchant  Marine  Act  of 
1936  <46  U.S.C.  1341(a))  provides:  “Any 
officer .  or  employee  of  the  United  States 
traveling  on  official  business  overseas  or  to 
or  from  any  of  the  possessions  of  the  United 
States  shall  travel  and  transport  his  personal 
effects  on  ships  registered  under  the  laws 
of  the  United  States  where  such  ships  are 
available  unless  the  necessity  of  bis  mis¬ 
sion  requires  the  use  of  a  ship  under  foreign 
flag:  Provided,  That  the  Comptroller  Gen¬ 
eral  of  the  United  States  shall  not  credit 
any  allowance  for  travel  or  shipping  expenses 
incurred  on  a  foreign  ship  in  the  absence  of 
satisfactory  proof  of  the  necessity  therefor." 

b.  Use  of  United  States  flag  air  carriers. 

(1)  Definition.  The  term  "U.S.  flag  air 
carrier"  as  used  in  this  regulation  means  an 
air  carrier  holding  a  certificate  under  sec¬ 
tion  401  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1968 
(49  U.S.C.  1371),  but  excludes  foreign  air 
carriers  operating  under  permits 

(2)  General  requirements. 

(a)  Section  5  of  the  International  Air 
Transportation  Fair  Competitive  Practices 
Act  of  1974  (Pub.  L.  93-623,  January  3,  1976; 
49  U.S.C.  1617)  requires  any  executive  de¬ 
partment  or  other  agency  or  Instrumentality 
of  the  United  States  which  finances  trans¬ 
portation  of  persons  (and  their  personal 
effects)  or  property  by  air  between  the 
United  States  and  a  place  outside  thereof, 
or  between  two  places  both  of  which  are 
outside  of  the  United  States,  to  take  such 
steps  as  may  be  necessary  (including  dis¬ 
allowance  of  payment)  to  ensure  that  only 
U.8.  flag  air  carriers  are  used  whenever  serv¬ 
ice  by  these  carriers  Is  available. 

(b)  The  act  cited  In  (a),  above,  also  re¬ 
quires  the  Comptroller  General  of  the  United 
States  to  disallow  any  expenditures  from 
appropriated  funds  for  payment  of  travel  on 
foreign  flag  air  carriers  in  the  absence  of 
satisfactory  proof  of  the  necessity  therefor. 

(c)  Employees  shall  use  UB.  flag  air  car¬ 
riers  when  travel  Is  performed  by  commercial 
air  transportation  between  the  United  States 
and  a  foreign  country  or  between  locations 
outside  the  United  States  to  the  extent  such 
service  Is  available  under  the  guidelines  set 
forth  In  1— 3.6b  (3)  and  (4),  below.  This  re¬ 
quirement  also  applies  to  other  persons  such 
as  employee  dependents,  consultants,  con¬ 
tractors.  grantees,  or  other  travelers  whose 
travel  Is  paid  from  funds  appropriated, 
owned,  controlled,  granted,  or  otherwise  es¬ 
tablished  for  the  account  of  the  United 
States.  The  requirement  to  use  U.S.  flag  air 
carriers  to  the  maximum  extent  possible  shall 
not  be  Influenced  by  factors  of  cost,  conven¬ 
ience,  or  personal  travel  preference  of  the 
traveler.  Excess  and  near  excess  foreign  cur¬ 
rencies  will  be  used  for  paying  the  expenses 
of  such  travel  as  provided  In  1-10.4. 

(3)  Guidelines  for  determining  " available" 
service.  7%e  Comptroller  General  of  the 


United  States  has  Issued  to  heads  of  depart¬ 
ments.  agencies,  and  others  concerned,  spe¬ 
cific  guidelines  In  Decision  B-138942,  March 
13,  1976,  for  determining  "available”  DS.  flag 
air  carrier  service.  Under  those  guidelines,  a 
US.  flag  air  carrier  which  can  provide  the 
commercial  air  transportation  needed  to  ac¬ 
complish  an  agency’s  mission  Is  considered 
“available”  even  though: 

(a)  Comparable  or  a  different  kind  of  serv¬ 
ice  by  a  foreign  flag  air  carrier  costs  less; 

(b)  Service  by  a  foreign  flag  air  carrier  can 
be  paid  in  excess  foreign  currency  (How¬ 
ever,  see  l-3.6b(4)  (e).  below,  regarding  cer¬ 
tain  programs  and  activities  funded  solely 
with  excess  foreign  currency.); 

(c)  Service  by  a  foreign  flag  air  carrier  Is 
preferred  by  the  agency  or  traveler  needing 
air  transportation;  or 

(d)  Service  by  a  foreign  flag  air  carrier  Is 
more  convenient  for  the  agency  or  traveler 
needing  air  transportation. 

(4)  Guidelines  for  determining  “unavail¬ 
able”  service.  The  decision  of  the  Comptrol¬ 
ler  General  cited  In  (3),  above,  and  Comp¬ 
troller  General  Decision  B-184136,  August  17, 
1976,- state  that  passenger  service  by  a  U  S. 
flag  air  carrier  is  considered  “unavailable” 
when: 

(a)  The  traveler,  while  en  route,  would 
have  to  wait  6  hours  or  more  to  transfer  to 
a  U.S.  flag  air  carrier  to  proceed  to  the  In¬ 
tended  destination; 

(b)  Any  flight  by  a  U.S.  flag  air  carrier  is  In¬ 
terrupted  by  a  stop  anticipated  to  be  6  hours 
or  more  for  refueling,  reloading,  repairs,  or 
other  cause,  and  no  other  flight  by  a  U.S. 
flag  air  carrier  Is  available  during  the  6-hour 
period; 

(c)  Service  by  a  U.S  flag  air  carrier,  or  by 

a  combination  of  U.S  flag  and  foreign  flag  air 
carriers  (if  U.S.  flag  air  carriers  are  “unavail¬ 
able”),  would  take  12  or  more  hours  longer, 
from  the  origin  airport  to  the  destination 
airport,  to  accomplish  the  agency's  mission 
than  would  service  by  a  foreign  flag  air  ear¬ 
lier  or  carriers; 

(d)  The  elapsed  travel  time  on  a  scheduled 
flight  from  the  origin  airport  to  the  desti¬ 
nation  airport  by  foreign  flag  air  carrier (s) 
Is  3  hours  or  less,  and  service  by  U3  flag  air 
carrier (s )  would  Involve  twice  that  sched¬ 
uled  travel  time;  or 

(e)  U.S.  flag  air  carriers  render  themselves 
“unavailable”  by  declining  to  accept  payment 
In  foreign  currencies  for  transportation  serv¬ 
ices  required  by  certain  programs  or  activi¬ 
ties  of  the  Government  which,  under  legis¬ 
lative  authority,  are  financed  solely  with  ex¬ 
cess  foreign  currencies  which  may  not  be 
converted  to  U.S.  dollars.  In  these  Instances, 
and  notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  1-3- 
6b(3)(b),  foreign  flag  air  carriers  that  will 
accept  the  required  foreign  currency  may  be 
used  to  the  extent  necessary  to  accomplish 
the  mission  of  the  particular  program  or 
activity.  The  statement  of  Justification  re¬ 
quired  under  1-3. 6c  must  Indicate  that  the 
transportation  service  needed  can  be  paid 
for  only  In  excess  foreign  currencies  and  that 
otherwise  “available”  U3.  flag  air  carriers 
declined  to  accept  payment  In  the  foreign 
currencies. 

c.  Use  of  foreign  flag  air  carriers  The  use 
of  foreign  flag  air  carriers  may  be  authorized 
or  approved  only  when  U.S.  flag  air  carrier 
service  Is  "unavailable”  as  determined  under 
the  guidelines  in  b,  above.  Service  by  a  U.S 
flag  air  carrier  should  be  used  from  the 
origin  airport  to  the  furthest  practicable  In¬ 
terchange  point  on  a  usually  traveled  route 
to  the  extent  such  service.  Including  appro¬ 
priate  connections,  Is  “available.”  When  the 
origin  airport  or  an  Interchange  point  on  a 
usually  traveled  route  Is  not  serviced  by  a 


U.S.  flag  air  carrier,  a  foreign  flag  air  carrier 
should  be  used  only  to  the  nearest  practicable 
Interchange  point  to  connect  with  “available” 
U6.  flag  air  carrier  service.  A  statement  exe¬ 
cuted  by  the  traveler  or  agency  Justifying  the 
use  of  a  foreign  flag  air  carrier  for  any  part  of 
foreign  travel  must  be  entered  on  or  attached 
to  the  travel  voucher,  transportation  request, 
or  other  payment  document.  Each  request 
for  a  change  in  route  or  schedule  which  In¬ 
volves  the  use  of  a  foreign  flag  air  carrier 
must  be  accompanied  by  a  statement  Justify¬ 
ing  such  use.  Expenditures  for  transportation 
on  a  foreign  flag  air  carrier  shall  be  disal¬ 
lowed  In  the  absence  of  a  Justification  state¬ 
ment.  The  following  Is  provided  as  a  guide 
for  preparing  the  required  statement: 

I  certify  that  It  (Is  (was)  necessary  for 


(Name  of  traveler  or  agency) 

to  use _ 

(Name  of  foreign  flag  vessel(s)  or  foreign 
flag  air  carrier  (s) ) 

- - or  to  transport 

( Flight  Identification  number ) 


(Personal  effects)  (Freight) 

between _ 

and _ „ _ 

en  route  from _ 

to  _ 

on - for  the  following  reasons: 

(Date) 


(Date)  (Signature  of  traveler  or 

authorizing  officer) 


(Title  or  position ) 


(Organization) 

6.  Paragraph  1-4. lc  Is  republished  without 
change  as  follows: 

1-4.1.  Basic  rules. 


c.  Other  allowable  costs.  Reimbursement 
for  parking  fees;  ferry  fees;  bridge,  road,  and 
tunnel  fees;  and  airplane  parking,  landing 
and  tiedown  fees  shall  be  allowed  In  addition 
to  the  mileage  allowance  unless  the  travel 
orders  or  other  administrative  determina¬ 
tions  restrict  such  allowance. 

7.  Paragraphs  l-4.2a  and  l-4.2c(2)  are  re¬ 
vised,  paragraph  l-4.2a-l  Is  added,  and  para¬ 
graph  1— 4.2c  ( 1 )  Is  republished  without 
change,  as  follows: 

1-4.2.  When  use  of  a  privately  owned  con¬ 
veyance  is  advantageous  to  the  Gov¬ 
ernment. 

a.  Authorized  mileage  rates.  When  the  use 
of  a  privately  owned  conveyance  Is  author¬ 
ized  or  approved  as  advantageous  to  the 
Government  for  the  performance  of  official 
travel  as  provided  In  l-2.2c(3),  reimburse¬ 
ment  to  the  traveler  sliSll  be  at  the  mileage 
rates  prescribed  In  (1)  through  (3).  below. 

(1)  For  use  of  a  privately  owned  motor¬ 
cycle:  11  cents  per  mile. 

(2)  For  use  of  a  privately  owned  automo¬ 
bile:  15  V4  cents  per  mile. 

(3)  For  use  of  a  privately  owned  airplane: 
,24  cents  per  mile. 

a-1.  Mileage  rates  outside  the  conterminous 
United  States.  Generally,  the  mileage  rates 
prescribed  In  a,  above,  are  applicable  out¬ 
side  as  well  as  within  the  conterminous 
United  States.  However,  If  an  agency  deter¬ 
mines  that  any  mileage  rate  which  Is  below 
the  statutory  maximum  ((1),  below)  la  In¬ 
adequate  compensation  for  use  of  a  privately 
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owned  conveyance  in  a  particular  area  out¬ 
side  the  conterminous  United  States,  the 
head  of  the  agency  may  submit  a  request 
to  GSA  for  the  establishment  of  a  higher 
mileage  rate  for  that  area.  Any  new  mileage 
rate  approved  by  GSA  for  a  particular  area 
shall  be  the  uniform  rate  payable  to  all 
Federal  employees  in  that  area.  The  request 
to  establish  a  higher  rate  shall  be  forwarded 
to  the  General  Services  Administration 
(FZR),  Washington,  D.C.  20406,  and  shall 
include  the  following  information: 

(1)  A  recommended  mileage  rate  not  ex¬ 
ceeding  the  following  statutory  maxlmums. 

(a)  For  use  of  a  privately  owned  motor¬ 
cycle:  11  cents  per  mile. 

(b)  For  use  of  a  privately  owned  automo¬ 
bile:  20  cents  per  mile. 

(c)  For  use  of  a  privately  owned  airplane: 
24  cents  per  mile. 

(2)  An  analysis  of  the  costs  per  mile  of 
operating  the  privately  owned  conveyance  In 
the  particular  area  Involved  which  shall  In¬ 
clude  the  data  listed  below.  Expenses  which 
are  reimbursable  as  separate  allowances  un¬ 
der  1-4.  lc,  such  as  parking  or  toll  fees,  shall 
not  be  included  as  cost  factors  In  this 
analysis. 

(a)  Size/type  of  conveyance  to  which  the 
cost  data  applies. 

(b)  Fixed  operating  costs:  vehicle  depre¬ 
ciation,  insurance,  taxes,  and  registration 
fees. 

(c)  Variable  operating  costs:  gasoline,  mo¬ 
tor  oil,  maintenance,  repairs,  and  tires. 

(d)  Other  related  cost  factors  affecting 
vehicle  operating  costs  which  are  peculiar 
to  the  area  involved. 

*  •  •  •  • 
c.  To  and,  from  common  carrier  terminals 
and  office. 

(1)  Round  trip  when  in  lieu  of  taxicab  to 
carrier  terminals.  In  lieu  of  the  use  of  a 
taxicab  under  l-2.3c,  payment  on  a  mileage 
basis  at  the  rate  of  15%  cents  per  mile  and 
other  allowable  costs  as  set  forth  in  l-4.1c 
shall  be  allowed  for  the  round-trip  mileage 
of  a  privately  owned  automobile  used  by  an 
employee  going  from  either  his  home  or 
place  of  business  to  a  terminal  or  from  a 
terminal  to  either  his  home  or  place  of  busi¬ 
ness.  However,  the  amount  of  reimbursement 
few  the  round  trip  shall  not  In  either  Instance 
exceed  the  taxicab  fare,  Including  tip,  allow¬ 
able  under  1-2 .3c  few  a  one-way  trip  between 
the  applicable  points. 

(2)  Round  trip  when  in  lieu  of  taxicab 
between  residence  and  office  on  day  of  travel. 
In  lieu  of  the  use  of  a  taxicab  under  l-2.3d, 
payment  on  a  mileage  basis  at  the  rate  of 
15%  cents  per  mile  and  other  allowable 
costs  as  set  forth  in  1-4.  lc  shall  be  allowed 
for  round-trip  mileage  of  a  privately  owned 
automobile  used  by  an  employee  going  from 
his  residence  to  his  place  of  business  or 
returning  from  place  erf  business  to  residence 
on  a  day  travel  is  performed.  However,  the 
amount  of  reimbursement  for  the  round  trip 
shall  not  In  either  Instance  exceed  the  taxi¬ 
cab  fare.  Including  tip,  allowable  under  2- 
2.3d  for  a  one-way  trip  between  the  points 
Involved. 

•  •  •  •  • 

8.  Paragraphs  1-4  b  through  d,  1-7. la, 
l-7.2a,  l-7.Sc,  and  1-8.1  are  republished 
without  change,  as  follows: 

1-4.4. 

When  use  of  a  privately  owned  conveyance 
is  in  lieu  of  a  Government- furnished  auto¬ 
mobile. 

•  •  •  •  • 

b.  Reimbursement  based  on  Government 
costs.  Baaed  upon  average  rental  rates  which 
agencies  pay  for  GSA  motor  pool  automobiles 
and  the  administrative  cost  to  the  user 


agency,  It  has  been  determined  that  the 
average  mileage  cost  for  use  of  a  Govern¬ 
ment-furnished  automobile  for  travel  In 
the  conterminous  United  States  Is  11  cents. 
Therefore,  the  mileage  rate  for  authorised 
use  of  a  privately  owned  conveyance  when 
use  of  a  Government-furnished  automobile 
would  be  most  advantageous  to  the  Govern¬ 
ment  shall  be  11  cents.  Exceptions  to  the 
above  limitation  may  be  authorized  If  any 
agency  determines  that,  because  of  unusual 
circumstances,  the  cost  of  providing  a  Gov¬ 
ernment-furnished  automobile  would  be 
higher  than  11  cents.  Tn  such  Instances  the 
agency  may  allow  reimbursement  at  such 
higher  rate  within  the  statutory  maximum 
that  will  most  nearly  equal  the  cost  of  pro¬ 
viding  a  Government-furnished  automobile 
In  those  circumstances.  In  addition  to  mile¬ 
age  for  the  distance  allowed  under  1-4. lb, 
the  employee  may  be  relmubrsed  for  ex¬ 
penses  authorized  under  1-4. lc  which  would 
have  been  lncurrend  If  a  Government-fur¬ 
nished  vehicle  had  been  used. 

c.  Partial  reimbursement  when  Govern¬ 
ment  automobile  is  available.  When  an  em¬ 
ployee  who  Is  committed  to  using  a  Govern¬ 
ment-furnished  automobile,  or  who  because 
of  the  availability  of  Government-furnished 
automobiles,  would  not  ordinarily  be  author¬ 
ized  to  use  a  privately  owned  conveyance 
In  lieu  of  a  Government-furnished  automo¬ 
bile  nevertheless  requests  use  of  a  privately 
owned  conveyance,  reimbursement  may  be 
authorized  or  approved.  The  rate  of  reim¬ 
bursement  shall  be  6  cents  per  mile,  which  Is 
the  approximate  cost  of  operating  a  Govern¬ 
ment-furnished  automobile,  fixed  costs  ex¬ 
cluded. 

d.  Reimbursement  claims.  When  claiming 
mileage  at  the  11 -cent  rate,  the  employee 
shall  state  on  his  voucher  that  he  had  not 
made  a  commitment  to  use  a  Government- 
furnished  automobile  and  that  reimburse¬ 
ment  for  use  of  a  privately  owned  automo¬ 
bile  was  not  limited  under  l-4.4c. 

1-7.1.  Coverage. 

a.  Travel  for  which  per  diem  shall  be  paid. 
Per  diem  allowances  under  1-7  shall  be  paid 
for  official  travel  except  when  It  Is  deter¬ 
mined  that  reimbursement  should  be  on  the 
basis  of  actual  subsistence  expenses  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  1-8. 

•  •  •  •  • 

1-7.2.  Maximum  locality  rates. 

A  per  diem  allowance  In  lieu  of  actual 
subsistence  expenses  for  travel  on  official 
business  shall  be  authorized  or  approved 
within  the  following  maximum  rates: 

a  Conterminous  United  States.  Reim¬ 
bursement  for  official  travel  within  the  limits 
of  the  conterminous  United  States  shall  be 
a  daily  rate  not  In  excess  of  $36  except  when 
actual  subsistence  expense  travel  la  au¬ 
thorized  or  approved  due  to  the  unusual 
circumstances  of  the  travel  assignment  or 
for  travel  to  a  designated  high  rate  geo¬ 
graphical  area  as  provided  In  1-8.1. 

•  •  •  •  • 

1-7.3.  Agency  responsibility  for  authorising 
individual  rates. 

•  •  •  •  • 

c.  When  lodgings  are  required. 

(1)  For  travel  In  the  conterminous  United 
States  when  lodging  away  from  the  official 
duty  station  Is  required,  the  per  diem  rate 
shall  be  established  on  the  basis  of  the  aver¬ 
age  amount  the  traveler  pays  for  lodging, 
plus  an  allowance  of  $16  for  meals  and  mis¬ 
cellaneous  subsistence  expenses.  Calculation 
shall  be  as  follows: 

(a)  To  determine  the  average  cost  of 
lodging,  divide  the  total  amount  paid  for 
lodgings  during  the  period  covered  by  the 
voucher  by  the  number  of  nights  for  which 


lodgings  were  or  would  have  been  required 
while  away  from  the  official  station.  Exclude 
from  this  computation  the  night  of  the  em¬ 
ployee’s  return  to  his  residence  or  official 
station. 

(b)  To  the  average  cost  of  lodging  add  the 
allowance  for  meals  and  miscellaneous  ex¬ 
penses.  The  resulting  amount  rounded  to 
the  next  whole  dollar,  subject  to  the  maxi¬ 
mum  prescribed  In  l-7.2a,  is  the  rate  to  be 
applied  to  the  traveler’s  reimbursement 
voucher. 

(2)  No  minimum  allowance  Is  authorized 
for  lodging  since  those  allowances  are  based 
on  actual  lodging  costs.  Receipts  for  lodging 
costs  may  be  required  at  the  discretion  of 
each  agency;  however,  employees  are  required 
to  certify  on  their  vouchers  that  per  diem 
claimed  is  based  on  the  average  cost  for  lodg¬ 
ing  while  on  official  travel  within  the  con¬ 
terminous  United  States  during  the  period 
covered  by  the  voucher, 

(3)  An  agency  may  determine  that  the 
lodging-plus  method  as  prescribed  herein  Is 
not  appropriate  In  circumstances  such  as 
when  quarters  or  meals,  or  both,  are  pro¬ 
vided  at  no  cost  or  at  a  nominal  cost  by  the 
Government  or  when  for  some  other  reason 
the  subsistence  costs  to  be  incurred  by  the 
employee  can  be  determined  In  advance.  In 
such  Instances  a  specific  per  diem  rate  may 
be  established  and  reductions  made  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  this  part,  provided  the  excep¬ 
tion  from  the  lodging-plus  method  Is  au¬ 
thorized  In  writing  by  an  appropriate  official 
of  the  agency  Involved. 

•  •  •  •  • 
1-8.1.  Authorization  or  approval. 

a.  General.  Authority  for  reimbursement 
of  actual  and  necessary  subsistence  expenses 
Incurred  during  official  travel  Is  normally 
contingent  upon  the  entitlement  to  per  diem 
(see  1-7)  and  the  determination  that  the 
authorized  maximum  per  diem  allowance 
would  be  Inadequate  to  cover  the  actual  and 
necessary  expenses  of  the  traveler.  A  traveler 
may  be  reimbursed  for  the  actual  and  neces¬ 
sary  expenses  of  the  official  travel  when  the 
maximum  per  diem  allowance  otherwise  al¬ 
lowable  is  determined  to  be  Inadequate  due 
to  the  unusual  circumstances  of  the  travel 
assignment,  or  for  travel  to  high  rate  geo¬ 
graphical  areas.  Heads  of  those  agencies  de¬ 
fined  In  5  US.C.  5701,  or  their  designees  (see 
1-8.3) ,  shall  authorize  or  approve  reimburse¬ 
ment  for  the  actual  and  necessary  subsistence 
expenses  of  a  traveler  Incurred  during  official 
travel  In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
this  part. 

b.  Travel  to  high  rate  geographical  areas. 
Actual  subsistence  expense  reimbursement 
shall  normally  be  authorized  or  approved 
whenever  temporary  duty  travel  Is  per¬ 
formed  to  or  in  a  location  designated  as  a 
high  rate  geographical  area  (see  1-8.6) ,  ex¬ 
cept  when  the  high  rate  geographical  area  Is 
only  an  enroute  or  Intermediate  stopover 
point  at  which  no  official  duty  is  performed. 
Agencies  may,  however,  authorize  other  ap¬ 
propriate  and  necessary  reimbursement  as 
follows  r- 

(1)  A  per  diem '  allowance  under  1-7.3  If 
the  factors  cited  in  1-7. 3a  would  reduce  the 
travel  expense*  of  an  employee  provided  the 
agency  official  designated  under  l-8.3a(  1) 
determines  the  existence  of  such  factors  In  a 
particular  travel  assignment  and  authorises 
an  appropriate  per  diem  rate;  or 

(2)  Actual  subsistence  expense  reimburse¬ 
ment  under  paragraph  c,  below,  and  l-8.2a(J) 
tf  the  travel  to  a  high  rate  geographical  area 
also  Involves  unusual  circumstances  of  the 
travel  assignment. 

c.  Unusual  circumstances  of  the  travel  as¬ 
signment.  Actual  subsistence  expense  reim¬ 
bursement  may  be  authorized  or  approved 
for  specific  travel  assignments  within  and 
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outside  the  conterminous  United  States  when 
It  Is  determined  that  maximum  per  diem  al¬ 
lowance  (see  1-7.2)  would  be  Inadequate  due 
to  the  unusual  circumstances  of  the  travel 
assignment. 

(1)  The  actual  subsistence  expense  basis  of 
reimbursement  shall  not  be  authorized  or 
approved  in  Instances  In  which  the  actual 
and  '  necessary  subsistence  expenses  exceed 
the  maximum  per  diem  allowable  only  by  a 
small  amount.  The  actual  subsistence  ex¬ 
pense  basis  may  appropriately  be  authorized 
or  approved  for  travel  assignments  which 
otherwise  meet  conditions  prescribed  herein 
and  by  the  head  of  the  agency  If,  due  to  un¬ 
usual  circumstances: 

(a)  The  actual  and  necessary  subsistence 
expenses  exceed  the  maximum  per  diem  al¬ 
lowance  (see  1-7.2)  by  10  percent  or  more;  or 

(b)  The  traveler  has  no  alternative  but 
to  Incur  hotel  costs  which  absorb  all  or 
nearly  all  of  the  maximum  per  diem  allow¬ 
ance  (see  1-7.2) ,  since  hotel  accommodations 
constitute  the  major  portion  of  necessary 
subsistence  expenses. 

(2)  Notwithstanding  the  criteria  outlined 
above,  actual  subsistence  expense  reimburse¬ 
ment  shall  not  be  authorized  or  approved 
solely  on  the  basis  of  Inflated  lodging  and  'or 
meal  costs  since  Inflated  costs  are  common  to 
all  travelers;  some  unusual  circumstances  of 
the  travel  assignment  must  be  Involved  to 
cause  the  lodging  and/or  meal  costs  to  be 
higher  than  those  which  normally  would  be 
Incurred  at  a  particular  location  (42  Oomp. 
Gen  440) . 

(3)  Travel  which  Involves  unusual  circum¬ 
stances  may  Include,  but  Is  not  limited  to, 
the  following  situations : 

(a)  The  traveler  attends  a  meeting,  con¬ 
ference,  or  training  session  away  from  his 
official  duty  station  where  lodging  and/or 
meals  must  be  procured  at  a  prearranged 
place  (such  as  the  hotel  where  the  meeting, 
conference,  or  training  session  Is  being  held) 
and  the  lodging  costs  incurred  because  of 
such  prearranged  accommodations,  absorb 
all  or  practically  all  of  the  maximum  per 
diem  allowance; 

(b)  The  traveler,  by  reason  of  the  assign¬ 
ment,  necessarily  incurs  unusually  high  ex¬ 
penses  In  the  conduct  of  official  business  such 
as  for  superior  or  extraordinary  accommoda¬ 
tions  Including  a  suite  or  other  quarters  for 
which  the  charge  Is  well  above  that  which  he 
would  normally  have  to  pay  for  accommo¬ 
dations;  or 

(c)  The  traveler  necessarily  Incurs  un¬ 
usually  high  expenses  Incident  to  his  assign¬ 
ment  to  accompany  another  trdteler  In  a  sit¬ 
uation  as  described  above. 

d.  Maximum  to  be  stated  in  travel  authori¬ 
sation.  The  amount  per  calendar  day  author¬ 
ized  by  the  agency  or  as  prescribed  herein  for 
high  rate  geographical  areas  shall  be  stated 
In  the  travel  authorization  for  a  specific 
travel  assignment. 

e.  Conditions  warranting  approval.  It 
travel  Is  performed  without  prior  authoriza¬ 
tion  or  Is  authorized  on  a  per  diem  basis  and 
otherwise  conforms  to  the  provisions  of  thi« 
part,  the  actual  and  necessary  subsistence 
expenses  Incurred  may  be  approved  within 
the  authorized  maximum  rates  as  stated 
herein. 

S.  Paragraph  1-8 ,2c  (1)  and  (3)  are  re¬ 
vised.  paragraphs  1-82  a  and  b  and  the  re¬ 
mainder  of  c  are  republished  without  change, 
and  figure  1-8 2c  Is  deleted,  as  follows : 

1-82  Authorized  reimbursement. 

a.  Maximum  daily  reimbursement.  When 
the  actual  subsistence  expenses  Incurred 
during  any  one  day  are  less  than  the  dally 
rate  authorized,  the  traveler  shall  be  reim¬ 
bursed  only  for  the  leaser  amount.  The  dally 
rate  shall  not  be  prorated  for  fractions  of  a 


day;  however,  expenses  Incurred  and  claimed 
for  a  fraction  of  a  day  shall  be  reviewed  and 
allowed  only  to  the  extent  determined  to  be 
reasonable  by  the  agency  concerned.  The 
maximum  amount  of  reimbursement  for  ac¬ 
tual  subsistence  expense  travel  which  may  be 
authorized  or  approved  for  each  calendar  day 
or  fraction  thereof  Is  limited  as  follows ; 

(1)  For  travel  within  the  conterminous 
United  States  to  designated  high  rate  geo¬ 
graphical  areas,  under  the  general  provisions 
of  1-8. lb,  the  maximum  authorized  rates 
have  been  set  administratively  as  provided 
In  1-8.6.  These  are  uniform  maximum  actual 
subsistence  expense  rates  and  are  not  sub¬ 
ject  to  change  by  the  agencies  concerned, 
except  as  provided  In  l-8.1b  (1)  and  (2). 

(2)  For  travel  within  the  conterminous 
United  States  Involving  unusual  circum¬ 
stances,  the  statutory  maximum  dally  rate  Is 
$50.  Agencies  shall  determine  appropriate 
and  necessary  daily  maximum  rates  not  to 
exceed  this  amount. 

(3)  For  travel  outside  the  conterminous 
United  States  Involving  unusual  circum¬ 
stances,  the  statutory  maximum  dally  rate  Is 
$21  per  day  plus  the  maximum  per  diem  al¬ 
lowance  officially  established  for  the  over¬ 
seas  locality  in  which  the  travel  Is  performed. 
(See  1-7.2.)  Agencies  shall  determine  appro¬ 
priate  and  necessary  daily  maximum  rates 
not  to  exceed  this  limitation. 

b.  Allowable  expenses.  Actual  subsistence 
expense  reimbursement  shall  be  allowed  for 
the  same  type  of  expenses  normally  covered 
by  the  per  diem  allowance  under  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  1-7. lb. 

c.  Special  rules  for  mixed  travel  (per  diem 
and  actual  subsistence  expense).  Travel  may 
be  authorized  or  approved  on  both  a  per 
diem  basis  and  an  actual  subsistence  ex¬ 
pense  basis  during  a  single  trip  when  travel 
Is  performed  In  several  locations  Including 
high  rate  geographical  areas;  however,  only 
one  method  of  reimbursement  (per  diem  or 
actual  subsistence  expense)  shall  be  author¬ 
ized  within  the  same  day. 

(1)  Rate  and  method  o /  reimbursement 
determined  by  location  of  temporary  duty 
assignment.  In  Instances  of  mixed  travel  In¬ 
volving  both  per  diem  and  actual  subsistence 
expense,  or  several  high  rate  geographical 
areas,  the  method  of  reimbursement  and  au¬ 
thorized  maximum  rate  for  a  calendar  day 
(beginning  at  12:01  a.m.)  shall  be  the  meth¬ 
od  and  rate  applicable  for  the  temporary 
duty  point  where  the  traveler  Is  located  at 
the  end  of  the  day.  The  location  of  lodgings 
does  not  affect  this  determination.  For  ex¬ 
ample.  when  a  traveler  performs  travel  In 
a  per  diem  area  for  part  of  a  day  and  com¬ 
pletes  that  day's  travel  In  a  high  rate  geo¬ 
graphical  area  where  he  performs  official 
duty  (either  that  day  or  the  following  work¬ 
day)  and  obtains  lodging,  the  traveler  shall 
be  reimbursed  under  the  actual  subsistence 
expense  method  for  the  entire  day  not  to 
exceed  the  maximum  rate  prescribed  for  the 
high  rate  geographical  area. 

(2)  Reimbursement  for  day  of  return.  The 
method  of  reimbursement  for  the  day  of  re¬ 
turn  to  home  or  official  station  (where  lodg¬ 
ings  are  not  Involved)  shall  be  the  same 
method  of  reimbursement  authorized  for  the 
first  day  of  travel.  For  example,  if  a  traveler 
Is  authorized  actual  subsistence  expense 
reimbursement  for  the  first  day  of  travel, 
reimbursement  for  the  day  of  return  to 
home  or  official  station  shall  also  be  on  an 
actual  subsistence  expense  basis;  If  per  diem 
is  authorized  for  the  first  day  of  travel,  per 
diem  Shall  also  be  authorized  for  the  day  of 
return  to  home  or  official  station. 

(3)  Reimbursement  computation.  A  trav¬ 
eler's  claim  for  reimbursement  may  Include 
several  different  rates  depending  upon  the 
location  (s )  In  which  travel  Is  performed. 


10.  Paragraphs  1-8.3  and  1-8.6  are  repub¬ 
lished  without  change,  as  follows: 

1-8.3.  Agency  responsibilities,  review,  and 
administrative  controls. 

a.  Delegation  of  authority.  Heads  of  agen¬ 
cies  may  delegate,  with  provisions  tor  lim¬ 
ited  redelegation,  authority  to  authorize  or 
approve  travel  under  1-8.1  as  follows: 

(1)  The  delegation  or  redelegation  of  au¬ 
thority  to  authorize  or  approve  travel  on  an 
actual  subsistence  expense  basis  due  to  tin- 
usual  circumstances  of  the  travel  assignment 
or  to  authorize  a  per  diem  allowance  under 
the  provisions  of  l-8.1b(l)  shall  be  held  to  as 
high  an  administrative  level  as  practicable  to 
ensure  adequate  consideration  and  review  of 
the  circumstances  Involved  In  the  travel 
assignment. 

(2)  Travel  to  designated  high  rate  geo¬ 
graphical  areas  Is  normally  on  an  actual 
subsistence  expense  basis.  Accordingly,  the 
delegation  or  redelegation  of  authority  to 
authorize  or  approve  this  type  of  travel 
should  be  at  a  lower  administrative  level 
than  that  stated  In  (1),  above. 

b.  Review  and  administrative  controls. 
Heads  of  agencies  shall  establish  necessarv 
administrative  arrangements  for  an  appro¬ 
priate  review  of  the  Justification  for  travel 
on  the  actual  subsistence  expense  basis  and 
of  the  expenses  claimed  by  s  traveler  to  de¬ 
termine  whether  they  are  allowable  subsist¬ 
ence  expenses  and  were  necessarily  Incurred 
In  connection  with  the  specific  travel  assign¬ 
ment.  Agencies  shall  ensure  that  travel  on  an 
actual  subsistence  expense  basis  Is  properly 
administered  and  shall  take  necessary  action 
to  prevent  abuses. 

1-8.6.  Designated  high  rate  geographical 

areas. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  1-8. lb  and 
l-*.2a(l),  for  temporary  duty  travel  to  or 
within  the  cities  designated  as  high  rate  geo¬ 
graphical  areas  below,  a  traveler  auto¬ 
matically  shall  be  placed  In  an  actual  sub¬ 
sistence  expense  status  and  shall  be  reim¬ 
bursed  for  the  actual  and  necessary  subsist¬ 
ence  expenses  Incurred  not  to  exceed  the 
maximum  rate  prescribed  for  the  particular 
geographical  area  Involved. 

Designated  high  rate  Prescribed  maximum 

geographical  areas:  daily  rates 

Boston,  Mass,  (all  locations  within 
the  corporate  limits  of  Boston 


and  Cambridge,  Mass _  $49 

Chicago,  Ill.  (all  locations  within 
the  corporate  limits  thereof)..  43 

Los  Angeles,  OaUf.  (all  locations 


within  the  outer  boundaries  of 
the  corporate  limits  of  the  city 
of  Los  Angeles,  including  those 


areas  surrounded  by  the  city  of 
Los  Angeles  and  the  Pacific 

coastline )  _ _  40 

Newark.  N.J.  (all  locations  within 

the  corporate  limits  thereof) _  42 

New  York,  N.Y.  (all  locations 
within  the  boroughs  of  the 
Bronx,  Brooklyn,  Manhattan, 

Queens,  and  Staten  Island) _  60 

Philadelphia,  Pa.  (all  locations 
within  the  city  of  Philadelphia)  46 
San  Francisco,  Calif,  (all  locations 
_  within  the  oorproate  limits  of 
San  Francisco  and  Oakland. 

Oallf. . 41 

Washington,  D.C.  (all  locations 


within  the  corporate  limits  of 
Washington,  D  C.;  the  cities  of 
Alexandria,  Falls  Church,  and 
Fairfax  and  the  counties  of  Ar¬ 
lington,  Loudoun,  and  Fairfax 
In  Virginia;  and  the  counties  of 
Montgomery  end  Prince  Georges 
to  Maryland) . . .  88 
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11.  Paragraph  l-6.1b-l  Is  added  and  para¬ 
graph  1-9. lc  Is  amended,  as  follows: 

1-9.1  Expenses  allowable. 

•  •  •  •  • 

b-1.  Traveler's  checks,  money  orders,  or 
certified  checks.  Reimbursement  for  cost  of 
traveler’s  checks,  money  orders,  or  certified 
checks  purchased  In  connection  with  official 
travel  may  be  allowed.  The  amount  of  the 
checks  or  money  orders  may  not  exceed  the 
amount  of  funds  necessary  to  cover  the  esti¬ 
mated  reimbursable  expenses. 

c.  Fees  relating  to  travel  outside  the  con¬ 
terminous  United  States.  Reimbursement  for 
the  following  items  of  expense  may  be  au¬ 
thorized  or  approved: 

*  •  •  •  * 

(3)  Trip  insurance.  Cost  of  trip  Insurance 
purchased  by  employees  for  use  of  a  Gov¬ 
ernment-furnished  or  privately  owned  ve¬ 
hicle  during  official  business  for  specific  or 
Individual  trips  Into  a  foreign  country.  Trip 
insurance  covers  potential  liability  for  prop¬ 
erty  damage  or  personal  Injury  or  death  to 
third  parties.  Reimbursement  Is  limited  to 
instances  In  which  the  purchase  of  such  In¬ 
surance  is  required  by  foreign  statute  or  Is 
a  practical  necessity  due  to  the  legal  pro¬ 
cedures  of  a  foreign  country  which.  In  the 
event  of  an  accident,  could  result  In  detain¬ 
ment  of  the  driver  and  impoundment  of  the 
vehicle.  The  amount  of  reimbursement  is 
limited  to  the  cost  of  the  minimum  amount 
of  Insurance  required  for  the  use  of  a  foreign 
country’s  roads  or  the  minimum  amount  re¬ 
quired  to  be  purchased  by  Industrial  custom. 
•  •  •  •  • 

12.  Paragraph  1-10.2  Is  revised  as  follows: 

1-10.2.  Procurement  of  common  carrier 
transportation. 

a.  U.S.  Government  transportation  re¬ 
quests.  All  passenger  transportation  service* 
by  common  carrier  must  be  procured  through 
the  use  of  Standard  Form  1169,  UR.  Govern¬ 
ment  Transportation  Request  (GTR),  unless 
otherwise  specifically  provided  herein  and  In 
41  CFR  101-41.203. 

(1)  Regulations  governing  use.  The  GTR 
and  procedures  for  Its  use  are  prescribed  by 
the  Administrator  of  General  Services  In  41 
CFR  101-41. 

(2)  Use  of  the  GTR.  The  GTR  shaU  be  Is¬ 

sued  and  used  only  for  officially  authorized 
passenger  transportation  by  common  carrier 
or  for  authorized  passenger  transportation 
services  or  accommodations  furnished  by 
common  carrier:  l.e.,  air,  bus,  rail,  or  vessel. 
The  GTR  shall  not  be  Issued  and  used  In  the 
following  Instances :  * 

(a)  For  personal  transportation  services 
or  privileges  which  Increase  or  exceed  the 
cost  of  those  authorized.  When  an  Indirect 
route  or  accommodations  superior  to  those 
authorized  are  requested  or  used  by  the 
traveler  for  personal  reasons,  the  additional 
cost.  Including  the  applicable  share  of  the 
Federal  transportation  tax,  shall  be  at  per¬ 
sonal  expense  and  paid  to  the  carrier; 

(b)  For  Individually  procured  taxicab,  air¬ 
port  limousine,  lntraclty  transit,  rental  auto¬ 
mobiles,  or  other  for-hlre  automobile  serv¬ 
ices; 

(c)  For  payment  of  toll  road  or  toll  bridge 
charges;  or 

(d)  For  passenger  transportation  services 
costing  $10  or  less,  excluding  Federal  trans¬ 
portation  tax,  or  excess  baggage  services  cost¬ 
ing  $15  or  less  for  each  leg  of  a  trip,  unless 
special  circumstances  Justify  use  of  a  GTR. 

(3)  Lost  or  stolen  GTR.  When  a  GTR  In 
the  possession  of  a  traveler  or  other  account¬ 
able  person  Is  lost  or  stolen,  an  Immediate 
report  shall  be  made  to  the  administrative 
office  In  the  manner  prescribed  by  the  agency 


concerned.  If  the  lost  or  stolen  GTR  shows 
the  carrier,  service  desired,  and  point  of  ori¬ 
gin,  the  named  carrier  and  other  local  Initial 
carriers  shall  be  promptly  notified.  A  GTR 
which  Is  recovered  subsequent  to  having 
been  reported  lost  shall  not  be  used  but  shall 
be  sent  to  the  administrative  office.  A  traveler 
may  be  held  liable  for  any  expenditure  by 
the  Government  caused  through  negligence 
on  his  part  in  safeguarding  GTR's  or  tickets 
received  in  exchange  for  a  GTR. 

b.  Cash  payments  for  transportation. 

(1)  Travelers  shall  use  cash  to  procure  all 
passenger  transportation  services  costing  $10 
or  less,  excluding  Federal  transportation  tax, 
and  to  pay  excess  baggage  charges  costing 
$16  or  less  for  each  leg  of  a  trip,  unless  spe¬ 
cial  circumstances  Justify  the  use  of  a  GTR. 

(2)  Agencies  may,  by  appropriate  regula¬ 
tions,  require  a  traveler  to  use  cash  to  pro¬ 
cure  passenger  transportation  services  within 
the  United  States  (60  States  and  the  District 
of  Columbia)  when  the  cost  Is  over  $10  but 
does  not  exceed  $100,  excluding  Federal 
transportation  tax,  for  each  trip  as  author¬ 
ized  on  the  official  travel  authorization.  Cash 
payment  of  official  transportation  expenses, 
without  regard  to  the  $100  limitation,  is  au¬ 
thorized  when  employees  secure  group  or  ex¬ 
cursion  fares  available  through  travel  agents 
(l-3.4b(2) ) ;  travel  agents  may  not  otherwise 
be  used  under  these  cash  payment  provi¬ 
sions. 

(3)  Except  as  noted  In  (2).  above,  a  GTR 
must  be  used  to  procure  passenger  trans¬ 
portation  services  costing  In  excess  of  $100. 
excluding  Federal  transportation  tax,  unless 
otherwise  exempted  in  writing  as  provided 
In  41  CFR  101-41.203-2. 

(4)  Receipts,  passenger  coupons,  or  other 
appropriate  evidence  shall  be  required  to 
support  claims  for  reimbursement  of  cash 
payments  for  passenger  transportation  serv¬ 
ices  In  an  cases  except  for  use  of  local  transit 
systems.  (See  l-11.5c(3)  for  voucher  require¬ 
ments.) 

13.  Paragraph  l-10.3c(3)  Is  revised  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

1-10.3.  Advance  of  funds. 

•  •  •  •  • 

c.  •  •  • 

(3)  Other  means  of  recovery.  Outstanding 
advances  which  have  not  been  recovered  by 
deductions  from  reimbursement  vouchers 
or  voluntary  refunds  by  the  traveler  shall 
be  recovered  promptly  by  a  setoff  of  salary 
due  or  retirement  credit  or  otherwise  from 
the  person  to  whom  It  was  advanced,  or  his 
estate,  by  deduction  from  any  amount  due 
from  the  United  States,  or  by  any  other 
legal  method  of  recovery  that  may  be  neces¬ 
sary.  Salary  or  other  amounts  due  shall  be 
considered  before  the  retirement  credit.  In 
view  of  these  protections,  which  are  spe¬ 
cifically  Included  In  the  law,  travelers  shall 
not  be  required  to  furnish  bonds  In  order 
to  obtain  travel  advances  (Pub.  L.  92-310, 
June  6.  1972:  31  U.S.C.  1201(a)). 

•  •  •  •  • 

14.  Paragraph  1-1 1.3c  Is  amended  and 
paragraph  l-11.3c(18)  Is  added,  as  follows: 

1-11.3.  Travel  vouchers  and  attachments. 

•  •  •  •  • 

c.  Receipts  required.  Receipts  are  required 
for  allowable  cash  expenditures  In  amounts 
In  excess  of  $15,  plus  any  applicable  tax. 
When  receipts  are  not  available,  the  expen¬ 
ditures  shall  be  explained  on  the  voucher. 
Receipts  are  required  for  the  following  ex¬ 
penditures  regardless  of  amount: 

*  •  •  •  • 

(18)  Cash  payments  for  passenger  trans¬ 
portation  services.  (See  l-10.2b(4).) 

•  •  •  •  • 


15.  Paragraph  l-ll.5c(3)  Is  revised  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

1-11.6.  Preparation  of  voucher. 

•  •  •  •  • 

c.  •  •  • 

(8)  Cash  payment  for  common  carrier 
fare.  A  traveler  mting  cash  to  purchase  any 
authorized  passenger  transportation  service 
for  official  travel  as  provided  In  l-10.2b 
shall  account  for  those  expenses  on  an 
authorized  travel  voucher  form,  furnishing 
pertinent  receipts,  passenger  coupons,  or 
other  appropriate  evidence  to  support  the 
claim  for  reimbursement.  Receipts  are  not 
required  for  local  transit  system  fares.  A 
traveler  who  has  procured  passenger  trans¬ 
portation  services  with  cash  (whether  using 
personal  funds  or  a  travel  advance)  shall 
assign  to  the  Government  his  right  to  re¬ 
cover  any  excess  payment  Involving  a 
carrier’s  use  of  improper  rates  by  including 
the  following  statement  on  the  travel 
voucher:  “I  hereby  assign  to  the  United 
States  any  rights  I  may  have  against  other 
parties  In  connection  with  any  reimbursable 
carrier  transportation  charges  described 
herein.** 

#  *  •  •  • 

16.  Paragraph  1-U.6b(ll)  is  revised  as 
follows: 

1- 11.6.  Administrative  approvals. 

*  *  •  •  • 

h.  •  •  • 

(11)  Use  of  foreign  flag  air  carriers 
(1-3.6C). 

•  *  *  •  • 

17.  Paragraphs  2-1.4  c  and  d  are  revised  as 

followa: 

2- 1.4.  Definitions. 

*  •  v  •  •  • 

e.  Agency.  Far  purposes  of  this  chapter  2, 

"agency"  means: 

(1)  An  "Executive  agency’’  as  defined  in 
S  UR.C.  106  (an  executive  department,  an 
Independent  eetabllshement,  the  General  Ac¬ 
counting  Office,  or  a  wholly  owned  Govern¬ 
ment  corporation  as  defined  in  section  101 
of  the  Government  Corporation  Control  Act. 
as  amended,  but  excluding  a  Government 
controlled  corporation) ; 

(2)  A  military  department; 

(3)  A  court  of  the  United  States: 

(4)  The  Administrative  Office  of  the  United 
States  Courts 

(5)  The  Federal  Judicial  Center; 

(6)  The  Library  of  Congress; 

(7)  The  United  States  Botanic  Garden: 

(8)  The  Government  Printing  Office:  and 

(9)  The  District  of  Columbia. 

d.  Immediate  family. 

(1)  Any  of  the  following  named  members 
of  the  employee’s  household  at  the  time  he 
reports  for  duty  at  his  new  permanent  duty 
station  or  performs  authorized  or  approved 
overseas  tour  renewal  agreement  travel  or 
separation  travel : 

(a)  Spouse; 

(b)  Children  of  the  employee  or  employee's 
spouse  who  are  unmarried  and  under  21  years 
of  age  or  who.  regardless  of  age,  are  physically 
or  mentally  Incapable  of  self-support  (The 
term  "children"  shall  Include  natural  off¬ 
spring;  stepchildren;  adopted  children:  and 
grandchildren,  legal  minor  wards,  or  other 
dependent  children  who  are  under  legal 
guardianship  of  the  employee  or  employee's 
spouse.); 

(c)  Dependent  parents  (including  step- 
and  legally  adoptive  parents)  of  the  em¬ 
ployee  or  employee’s  spouse  (See  (2),  below, 
for  dependent  status  criteria.) ;  and 
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(d)  Dependent  brothers  and  sisters  (In¬ 
cluding  step-  and  legally  ad  op  tire  brothers 
and  sisters)  of  the  employee  or  employee's 
spouse  who  are  unmarried  and  under  21  years 
of  age  or  who.  regardless  of  age,  are  physi¬ 
cally  or  mentally  incapable  of  self-support. 
(See  (2),  below,  for  dependent  status  cri¬ 
teria.) 

(2)  Generally,  the  individuals  named  In 
2-1 .4d ( 1 )  (c)  and  (d)  shall  be  considered 
dependents  of  the  employee  If  they  receive 
at  least  51  percent  of  their  support  from  the 
employee  or  employee's  spouse;  however,  this 
percentage  of  support  criteria  shall  not  be 
the  decisive  factor  in  all  cases:  These  indi¬ 
viduals  may  also  be  considered  dependents 
for  the  purposes  of  this  chapter  If  they  are 
members  of  the  employee’s  household  and, 
in  addition  to  their  own  Income,  receive  sup¬ 
port  (less  than  61  percent)  from  the  em¬ 
ployee  or  employee's  spouse  without  which 
they  would  be  unable  to  maintain  a  reason  - 
able  standard  of  living. 

•  •  •  •  e 

18.  Paragraph  2-lfif(l)(c)  is  revised  and 
2-1.5g(6-e)  is  added,  as  follows: 

2-1.6  IHgibility  and  conditions. 

•  •see 

t.  •  •  • 

(!)••• 

(e)  Special  statutory  provisions.  Appoint¬ 
ments  under  any  law  in  effect  on  August  28, 
1900  (effective  date  at  Pub.  L.  80-687  per¬ 
taining  to  manpower  shortage  category  ap¬ 
pointees),  which  authorized  payment  at 
travel  and  transportation  expenses  of  ap¬ 
pointees  by  the  Government,  are  not  affected 
by  the  provisions  herein.  The  limitations  at 
the  act  involved  and  the  regulations  issued 
thereunder,  but  not  these  regulations,  are 
applicable  to  such  eases. 

•  •  •  •  • 

8  *  *  • 

(6-e)  Return  of  former  tpouse  and  de¬ 
pendent*.  The  provisions  at  (6).  above,  are 
also  applicable  to  the  spouse  and  dependents 
at  an  employee  who  have  traveled  to  the 
employee’s  overseas  post  of  duty  as  depend¬ 
ents  (as  provided  in  2-1. id)  at  Government 
expense,  even  if,  because  of  divorce  or  an¬ 
nulment,  such  individuals  will  have  ceased 
to  be  dependents  as  of  the  date  the  employee 
beoomes  eligible  for  return  travel.  Travel  of 
such  former  dependents  is  authorized  by  the 
employee's  next  entitlement  to  return  travel 
but  not  beyond  the  end  of  the  employee's 

current  agreed  tour  of  duty. 

•  •  •  •  • 

19.  Paragraph  2-1  6b  Is  revised  as  follows: 
2-1.6.  Use  of  funds. 

•  •  •  •  • 

b.  Funding  of  transfers  between  agencies. 
In  the  case  of  transfer  from  one  agency  to 
another,  allowable  expenses  shall  be  paid 
from  the  funds  of  the  agency  to  which  the 
employee  Is  transferred.  However,  in  transfers 
between  agencies  for  reasons  of  reduction- 
in-force  or  transfer  of  functions,  expenses 
allowable  under  these  regulations  (excluding 
nontemporary  storage  when  assigned  to  an 
isolated  permanent  duty  station  within  the 
conterminous  United  States  and  also  exclud¬ 
ing  transfer  to,  from,  or  between  foreign 
countries)  may  be  paid  In  whole  or  In  part 
by  the  agency  from  which  the  employee  Is 
transferred  or  by  the  agency  to  which  he  la 
transferred  as  may  he  agreed  upon  by  the 
beads  of  the  agencies  concerned. 

20.  Paragraph  2-2. 3d  (2)  is  revised  and  par¬ 
agraphs  2-3.3  b  and  c  are  republished  with¬ 
out  change,  as  follows: 


2-2  3.  For  use  of  e  privately  owned  automo¬ 
bile  in  connection  with  permanent  change 

of  station. 

•  •  •  •  • 

b.  Mileage  rates  prescribed.  Payment  of 
mileage  allowances  when  authorised  or  ap¬ 
proved  in  connection  with  the  transfer  shall 
be  allowed  as  follows : 

Mileage  rate 

Occupants  of  automobile :  ( cents ) 

Employee  only,  or  1  member  of 

Immediate  family. _  6 

Employee  and  1  member;  or  2 
members  of  Immediate  family..  It 

Employee  and  2  members;  or  6 
members  of  Immediate  family..  12 

Employee  and  6  or  more  mem¬ 
bers;  or  4  or  more  members  of 
Immediate  family _  16 

c.  Mileage  rates  In  special  circumstances. 
Heads  of  agencies  may  prescribe  that  travel 
orders  or  other  administrative  determina¬ 
tions  specify  higher  mileage  rates  not  In 
excess  of  16  cents  for  Individual  transfers  of 
employees  or  transfers  of  groups  of  em¬ 
ployees  when: 

•  •  •  •  • 

d.  •  •  • 

(2)  Maximum  allowance  based  on  total 
distance.  Per  diem  allowances  should  be  paid 
on  the  basis  of  actual  time  used  to  complete 
the  trip,  but  the  allowances  may  not  exceed 
an  amount  computed  on  the  basis  of  a  min¬ 
imum  driving  distance  per  day  which  is 
prescribed  as  reasonable  by  the  authorizing 
official  and  Is  not  less  than  an  average  of 
800  miles  per  calendar  day.  An  exception  to 
the  dally  minimum  driving  distance  may 
be  made  by  the  agency  concerned  when 
travel  between  the  old  and  new  official  sta¬ 
tions  is  delayed  for  reasons  clearly  beyond 
the  control  of  the  travelers  such  as  acts  at 
God,  restrictions  by  Governmental  authori¬ 
ties,  or  other  reasons  acceptable  to  the 
agency;  e.g.,  a  physically  handicapped  em¬ 
ployee.  In  such  cases,  per  diem  may  be  al¬ 
lowed  for  the  period  of  the  delay  or  for  a 
shorter  period  me  determined  by  the  agency. 
The  traveler  must  provide  a  statement  on 
his  reimbursement  voucher  fully  explaining 
the  circumstances  which  necessitated  the  en 
route  travel  delay.  The  exception  to  the  dally 
minimum  driving  distance  requires  the  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  agency’s  authorizing  official. 

•  •  •  •  • 

21.  Paragraph  2-4.2  is  revised  as  follows: 
2-4.2.  Duration  of  trip. 

The  round  trip  should  be  allowed  for  a 
reasonable  period  of  time  considering  dis¬ 
tance  between  the  old  and  new  official  sta¬ 
tions,  mode  of  transportation  to  be  used, 
and  the  housing  situation  at  the  new  official 
station  location.  In  no  instance  shall  the 
period  of  the  round  trip  at  Government  ex¬ 
pense  be  allowed  in  excess  of  6  calendar 
days,  including  travel  time.  In  authorizing  or 
allowing  a  particular  mode  of  transporta¬ 
tion,  consideration  shall  be  given  to  pro¬ 
viding  minimum  time  en  route  and  max¬ 
imum  time  at  the  new  official  station  locality. 
Accordingly,  if  the  use  of  a  privately  owned 
automobile  is  permitted,  such  use  is  deemed 
to  be  advantageous  to  the  Government  and 
the  mileage  allowance  shall  be  as  provided 
in  2-2.8  b  and  e.  Reasonable  expenses  for 
local  transportation  at  the  location  of  the 
new  official  station  shall  be  allowed.  Agen¬ 
cies  may  authorize  local  transportation  by 
common  carrier,  local  transit  systems,  GSA 
contract  rental  or  other  commercially  rented 
automobiles,  or  privately  owned  automo¬ 
biles;  however,  the  mode  of  local  transporta¬ 


tion  must  be  consistent  with  the  mode  of 
transportation  authorised  far  travel  to  and 
from  the  new  official  station.  Expenses  far 
the  urn  of  taxis  shall  bo  limited  to  trans¬ 
portation  between  depots,  airports,  or  other 
carrier  terminals,  and  place  of  lodging. 

22.  Paragraph  2-0.2g  la  revised  as  follows: 

3-6.2  Reimbursable  and  nonreimbursable 
expenses. 

•  •  •  •  • 

g.  Overall  limitations.  The  aggregate 
amount  of  expenses  which  may  be  reim¬ 
bursed  Is  as  follows: 

(1)  In  connection  with  the  sale  of  the 
residence  at  the  old  official  station,  reim¬ 
bursement  shall  not  exceed  10  percent  of  the 
actual  sale  price  or  88.000,  whichever  is  the 
lesser  amount. 

(2)  In  connection  with  the  purchase  of  a 
residence  at  the  new  official  station,  reim¬ 
bursement  shall  not  exceed  8  percent  of  the 
purchase  price  or  84,000.  whichever  is  the 
lesser  amount. 

•  •  •  •  • 

23.  Paragraph  2  8.2a  Is  revised  and  para¬ 
graph  2-8-3a-l  is  added,  as  follows: 

2-8.2.  General  limitations. 

a.  Maximum  weight  allowance.  The  maxi¬ 
mum  weight  of  household  goods  which  may 
be  transported  or  stored  In  connection  there¬ 
with  la  limited  to  11,000  pounds  net  weight 
for  employees  with  immediate  families  and 
7,600  pounds  net  weight  for  employees  with¬ 
out  immediate  famines.  However,  if  in  an 
Individual  ease  an  employee  without  im¬ 
mediate  family  possesses  household  goods 
exceeding  the  7,600  pound  limit,  the  limit 
may  be  extended  up  to  11,000  pounds  net 
weight,  provided  that:  (1)  The  employee 
acquired  all  or  a  substantial  portion  of  the 
property  because  he  bad  been  the  head  at 
or  a  member  of  a  larger  household  (as  who:, 
the  employee’s  spouse  has  died),  and  (2)  it 
la  determined  under  regulations  prescribed 
by  the  agency  bead  that  hardship  would 
result  from  application  of  the  7,600  pound 
limit.  The  aggregate  total  of  the  weight  of 
household  goods  stored  under  2-9.1  and 
2-6.2  plus  the  weight  of  household  goods 
transported  under  this  Part  8  shall  not  ex¬ 
ceed  the  above  maximum  weight  allowances 

a-1.  Professional  books,  papers,  and  equip¬ 
ment. 

(1)  For  purposes  of  this  Part  8.  the  term 
“professional  books,  papers,  and  equipment'' 
Includes  those  professional  or  specialized 
items  and  other  materials  which  are  per¬ 
sonally  owned  by  the  employee  for  use  In  the 
performance  of  official  duties.  The  term  does 
not  include  sports  equipment  or  office, 
household,  or  shop  fixtures  and  furniture: 
tg,  bookcases,  file  cabinets,  desks,  and  racks 
at  any  kind  even  though  used  in  connection 
with  the  professional  books,  papers,  and 
equipment. 

(2)  There  is  no  statutory  authority  to 
transport  personally  owned  professional 
books,  papers,  and  equipment  In  addition  to 
the  maximum  weight  allowance  (2-8  2a  i 
established  by  law  for  transportation  of  an 
employee’s  household  goods  and  personal 
effects.  However,  there  may  be  instances  In 
which  the  weight  at  the  professional  books, 
papers,  and  equipment  would  cause  an  em¬ 
ployee's  household  goods  shipment  to  be 
In  excess  of  the  maximum  weight  allowance 
In  such  instances,  the  personally  owned 
professional  books,  papers,  and  equipment 
may  be  transported  to  the  new  permanent 
duty  station  as  an  administrative  expense 
of  an  agency  (not  chargeable  to  travel  and 
transportation  appropriations) .  Shipment  of 
these  Items  ee  an  administrative  expense 
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would  be  In  lieu  of  shipment  as  an  allow¬ 
ance  of  the  employee.  (Comp.  Gen.  Decision 
B-171677,  May  13,  1971.) 

(3)  Authority  to  transport  professional 
books,  papers,  and  equipment  as  an  admin¬ 
istrative  expense  shall  be  subject  to  agency 
policy  and  discretion  within  the  following 
guidelines: 

(a)  The  employee  shall  furnish  an  item¬ 
ized  inventory  of  professional  books,  papers, 
and  equipment  for  review  by  an  appropriate 
authorizing  official  at  the  new  permanent 
duty  station.  In  addition,  the  employee  shall 
furnish  appropriate  evidence  (as  determined 
by  the  agency  concerned)  that  transporting 
the  Itemized  materials  as  part  of  the  em¬ 
ployee’s  household  gobds  would  result  In  an 
excess  of  the  employee's  maximum  weight 
allowance. 

(b)  The  authorizing  official  at  the  new 
permanent  duty  station  shall  review  and 
certify  that  the  professional  books,  papers, 
and  equipment  as  itemized  are  necessary  in 
the  proper  performance  of  the  employee’s 
duties  at  the  new  duty  station  and  that  If 
these  Items  were  not  transported  to  the  new 
duty  station,  the  same  or  similar  Items 
would  have  to  be  obtained  at  Government 
expense  for  the  employee’s  use  at  the  new 
duty  station. 

(c)  When  professional  books,  papers,  and 
equipment  are  certified  as  provided  in  (b), 
above,  and  shipped  for  the  employee  as  an 
administrative  expense  of  an  agency,  ship¬ 
ment  shall  be  by  the  actual  expense  method: 
the  commuted  rate  method  shall  not  be  used. 
When  shipped  In  the  same  lot  with  the 
employee’s  household  goods  and  other  per¬ 
sonal  effects  under  the  actual  expense  meth¬ 
od,  the  professional  books,  papers,  and 
equipment  shall  be  packed  and  weighed 
separately;  the  weight  thereof  and  the  ad¬ 
ministrative  appropriation  chargeable  shall 
be  stated  as  separate  Items  on  the  Govern¬ 
ment  bill  of  lading.  In  unusual  Instances  In 
which  It  Is  Impractical  or  Impossible  to 
obtain  separate  weights,  a  constructive 
weight  of  7  pounds  per  cubic  foot  may  be 
used. 

•  *  »  *  • 

[FR  Doc.77-13460  Filed  5-9-77;8:46  am] 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Notice  No.  386] 

ASSIGNMENT  OF  HEARINGS 

Mat  5,  1977. 

Cases  assigned  for  hearing,  postpone¬ 
ment,  cancellation  or  oral  argument  ap¬ 
pear  below  and  will  be  published  only 
mce.  This  list  contains  prospective  as¬ 
signments  only  and  does  not  include 
cases  previously  assigned  hearing  dates. 
The  hearings  will  be  on  the  issues  as 
presently  reflected  in  the  Official  Docket 
of  the  Commission.  An  attempt  will  be 
made  to  publish  notices  of  cancellation  of 
hearings  as  promptly  as  possible,  but  in¬ 
terested  parties  should  take  appropriate 
steps  to  Insure  that  they  are  notified  of 
cancellation  or  postponements  of  hear¬ 
ings  in  which  they  are  interested. 

MC  126600  (Sub-14),  Ehrs&m  Transport,  Inc., 
now  being  assigned  July  6,  1977  (1  day)  at 
Kansas  City,  Missouri,  in  a  hearing  room  to 
be  later  designated. 

MC  124798  (Sub-117),  Continental  Contract 
Carrier  Corp.,  now  being  assigned  July  7, 
1977  (2  days)  at  Kansas  City,  Missouri,  in 
a  hearing  room  to  be  later  designated. 


MC  133095  (Sub-131),  Texas  Continental  Ex¬ 
press,  Inc.,  now  being  assigned  July  11, 
1977  (1  day)  at  Kansas  City,  Missouri,  In  a 
hearing  room  to  be  later  designated. 

MC  96540  (Sub-966),  Watkins  Motor  Lines, 
Inc„  now  being  assigned  July  12,  1977  (2 
days)  at  Kansas  City,  Missouri,  in  a  hear¬ 
ing  room  to  be  later  designated. 

MC  116793  (Sub-22),  CaldweU  Freight  Lines, 
Inc.,  now  being  assigned  July  14,  1977  (2 
days)  at  Kansas  City,  Missouri,  In  a  hear¬ 
ing  room  to  be  later  designated. 

MC  124796  (Sub-No.  145),  Continental  Con¬ 
tract  Carrier  Corp.,  now  being  assigned  for 
hearing  on  June  14,  1977,  at  the  Offices  of 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C. 

MC  141033  (Sub-No.  9) ,  Continental  Contract 
Carrier  Corp.,  now  being  assigned  June  20, 
1977.  at  the  Offices  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 

Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.77-13342  Filed  5-9-77:8:45  am] 


[Notice  No.  58] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TEMPORARY 
AUTHORITY  APPLICATIONS 

Mat  5,  1977. 

The  following  are  notices  of  filing  of 
applications  for  temporary  authority 
under  section  210a(a)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act  provided  for  under  the 
provisions  of  49  CFR  1131.3.  These  rules 
provide  that  an  original  and  six  (€) 
copies  of  protests  to  an  application  may 
be  filed  with  the  field  official  named  in 
the  Federal  Register  publication  no 
later  than  the  15th  calendar  day  after 
the  date  the  notice  of  the  filing  of  the 
application  is  published  in  the  Federal 
Register.  One  copy  of  the  protest  must 
be  served  on  the  applicant,  or  its  author¬ 
ized  representative,  if  any,  and  the  Pro¬ 
testant  must  certify  that  such  service 
has  been  made.  The  protest  must  identify 
the  operating  authority  upon  which  it  is 
predicated,  specifying  the  “MC”  docket 
and  “Sub”  number  and  quoting  the  par¬ 
ticular  portion  of  authority  upon  which 
it  relies.  Also,  the  protestant  shall  specify 
the  service  it  can  and  will  provide  and 
the  amount  and  type  of  equipment  it 
will  make  available  for  use  irt  connection 
with  the  service  contemplated  by  the  TA 
application.  The  weight  accorded  a  pro¬ 
test  shall  be  governed  by  the  complete¬ 
ness  and  pertinence  of  the  protestant’s 
information. 

Except  as  otherwise  specifically  noted, 
each  applicant  states  that  there  will  be 
no  significant  effect  on  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment  resulting  from  ap¬ 
proval  of  its  application. 

A  copy  of  the  application  is  on  file,  and 
can  be  examined  at  the  office  of  the 
Secretary,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  and  also  in 
the  IOC  Field  Office  to  which  protests 
are  to  be  transmitted. 

Motor  Carriers  or  Propertt 

No.  MC  1824  (Sub-No.  74TA),  filed 
April  14,  1977.  Applicant:  PRESTON 
TRUCKING  COMPANY.  INC.,  151 
Easton  Boulevard,  Preston,  Md.  21655. 
Applicant’s  representative:  T.  E.  Rob¬ 
ertson  (same  address  as  applicant) .  Au¬ 


thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Foodstuffs  (except 
in  bulk),  in  vehicles  equipped  with  me¬ 
chanical  refrigeration,  from  the  plant- 
site  and’  storage  facilities  owned  and/or 
utilized  by  J.  H.  Filbert,  Inc.,  located  in 
Baltimore  City,  Anne  Arundel,  Balti¬ 
more,  Howard  and  Prince  Georges  Coun¬ 
ties,  Md.  to  points  in  Connecticut,  Dela¬ 
ware,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Kentucky,  Maine, 
Maryland,  Massachusetts,  Michigan, 
Missouri,  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  Ohio,  Rhode  Island,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  Vermont,  Virginia,  West  Virginia, 
and  Wisconsin,  for  180  days.  Applicant 
has  also  filed  an  underlying  ETA  seeking 
up  to  90  days  of  operating  authority. 
Supporting  shipper:  J.  H.  Filbert,  Inc., 
3701  Southwestern  Blvd.,  Baltimore,  Md. 
21229.  Send  protests  to:  William  L. 
Hughes,  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  814-B  Federal 
Bldg.,  Baltimore,  Md.  21201. 

No.  MC  16903  (Sub-No.  49TA),  filed 
April  15,  1977.  Applicant:  MOON 

FREIGHT  LINES,  INC..  120  West 
Grimes  Lane,  P.O.  Box  1275,  Blooming¬ 
ton,  Ind.  47401.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Walter  F.  Jones,  Jr„  601  Chamber 
of  Commerce  Bldg.,  Indianapolis,  Ind. 
46204.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Urethane 
foam  products,  component  parts  and  ac¬ 
cessories  moving  in  the  same  vehicle, 
from  Charleston,  HI.,  to  points  in  West 
Virginia,  Pennsylvania,  North  Carolina. 
Virginia,  '  Maryland,  Delaware,  New 
York,  Maine,  New  Hampshire,  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  Connecticut,  Rhode  •  Island, 
Vermont,  Tennessee,  Mississippi,  Ala¬ 
bama,  Georgia,  South  Carolina,  and  the 
District  of  Columbia,  restricted  to  the 
transportation  originating  at  the  plant- 
site  of  The  Celotex  Corporation,  Charles¬ 
ton,  HI.,  for  180  days.  Applicant  has  also 
filed  an  underlying  ETA  seeking  up  to  90 
days  of  operating  authority.  Supporting 
shipper:  The  Celotex  Corpo-ation,  1500 
North  Dale  Marby,  Tampa,  Fla.  33607. 
Send  protests  to:  William  S.  Ennis,  Dis¬ 
trict  Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Federal  Bldg,  and  U.S. 
Courthouse,  46  East  Ohio  St.,  Rm.  469, 
Indianapolis,  Ind.  46204. 

No.  MC  32779  (Sub-No.  12TA),  filed 
April  19,  1977.  Applicant:  SILVER 

EAGLE  COMPANY,  2532  S.E.  Hawthorne 
Blvd.,  Portland,  Oreg.  97214.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Robert  R.  Hollis. 
520  S.W.  Yamhill  St.,  Suite  400,  Portland, 
Oreg.  97204.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  regular  routes,  transporting:  Gen¬ 
eral  commodities,  (except  those  of  un¬ 
usual  value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and  com¬ 
modities  requiring  the  use  of  special 
equipment),  (1)  between  Spokane, 
Wash.,  and  Seattle,  Wash.,  and  their  re¬ 
spective  commercial  zones,  serving  all 
Intermediate  and  off  route  points  in  Lin¬ 
coln,  Adams,  Grant  and  Kittitas  Coun¬ 
ties,  Wash.:  From  Spokane  over  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  90  to  Seattle  and  return 
over  the  same  route;  (2)  Between  Spo- 
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kane,  Wash.,  and  Portland,  Oreg.  and 
their  respective  commercial  zones,  serv¬ 
ing  all  Intermediate  and  off  route  points 
In  Lincoln,  Adams,  Franklin,  Walla 
Walla.  Benton  and  Klickitat  Counties, 
wash.:  From  Spokane  over  Interstate 
Highway  90  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway 
395,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  395  to 
Junction  UJS.  Highway  730,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  730  to  Junction  Interstate 
Highway  80N,  thence  over  Interstate 
Highway  80N  to  Portland  and  return 
over  the  same  route;  and  (3)  between 
Pasco,  Wash.,  and  Wentachee,  Wash., 
and  their  respective  commercial  zones, 
serving  all  Intermediate  and  off  route 
points  In  Benton,  Yakima  and  Kittitas 
Counties,  Wash.:  From  Pasco  over  UJ9. 
Highway  12  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway 
97,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  97  to  We- 
natche  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper:  This 
application  Is  supported  by  68  shippers. 
Names  may  be  examined  at  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.,  or  at  Portland  field  office  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission.  Send 
protests  to:  District  Supervisor.  A.  E. 
Odoms,  Bureau  of  Operations,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  114  Pioneer 
Courthouse,  555  S.W.  Yamhill  St.,  Port¬ 
land,  Oreg.  97204. 

No.  MC  36509  (Sub-No.  26TA),  filed 
April  6,  1977.  Applicant:  LOOMIS 

ARMORED  CAR  SERVICE,  INC.,  55 
Battery  Street,  Seattle,  Wash.  98121. 
Applicant’s  representative:  George  H. 
Hart,  1100  IBM  Bldg.,  Seattle,  Wash. 
98101.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Coin  and 
currency,  between  Minneapolis,  Minn., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
Superior,  Wis. ;  and  between  Minnea¬ 
polis,  Minn,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Barnes,  Burleigh, 
Cass,  Grand  Forks,  Morton,  Ramsey, 
Richland,  Stutsman,  and  Ward  Counties, 
N.  Dak.;  and  between  Minneapolis, 
Minn.,  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  South  Dakota,  under  a 
continuing  contract  or  contracts  with 
Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Minneapolis, 
250  Marquette  Avenue,  Minneapolis, 
Minn.  55480.  Supporting  shipper:  Fed¬ 
eral  Reserve  Bank  of  Minneapolis,  250 
Marquette  Ave.,  Minneapolis,  Minn. 
55480.  Send  protests  to:  District  Super¬ 
visor  Claud  W.  Reeves,  211  Main.  Suite 
500,  San  Francisco,  Calif.  94105. 

No.  MC  40494  <  Sub-No.  12TA),  filed 
April  18,  1977.  Applicant:  HILBURN 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  19401  East  39th  St., 
Independence,  Mo.  64092.  Applicant’s 
representative:  S.  Harrison  Kahn,  Suite 
733,  Investment  Bldg.,  Washington, 
D  C.  20005.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  New 
and  used  combines,  knocked  down  or  set 
up,  and  parts  thereof,  between  Inde¬ 
pendence,  Mo.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Nebraska,  Kansas, 
Colorado,  Illinois,  Wisconsin,  Indiana, 
Ohio  and  Michigan,  for  180  days.  Sup¬ 
porting  shipper:  Allis -Chalmers.  P.O. 
Box  1099,  Independence.  Mo  64051.  Send 


protests  to:  Vernon  V.  Coble,  District 
Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  600  Federal  Bldg-  911  Walnut 
8t.,  Kansas  City,  Mo.  64106. 

No.  MC  94201  (Sub-No.  148TA),  filed 
April  20,  1977.  Applicant:  BOWMAN 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
17744,  1500  Cedar  Grove  Rd..  Atlanta, 
Ga.  30316.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Gerald  D.  Colvin,  Jr.,  603  Frank  Nelson 
Bldg.,  Birmingham,  Ala.  35203.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Wrapping  paper,  printing 
paper  and  pulpboard,  from  the  plantslte, 
warehouse  and  storage  facilities  of  Union 
Camp  Corporation,  located  at  or  near 
Franklin,  Va.  to  Louisville .  Ky.  and 
points  within  Its  commercial  zone  and 
all  points  In  Illinois,  Indiana  and  Michi¬ 
gan,  for  180  days.  Applicant  has  also 
filed  an  underlying  ETTA  seeking  up  to 
90  days  of  operating  authority.  Support¬ 
ing  shipper:  Union  Camp  Corporation, 
1600  Valley  Road,  Wayne,  NJ.  07470. 

No.  MC  95540  (Sub-No.  979TA) ,  filed 
April  14,  1977.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES.  INC.,  1144  West  Griffin 
Road,  P.O.  Box  1636,  Lakeland,  Fla. 
33801.  Applicant’s  representative:  Benjy 
W.  Fincher  (same  address  as  applicant) . 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Confectionery  and 
confectionery  products,  except  In  bulk. 
In  vehicles  equipped  with  mechanical 
refrigeration  from  the  storage  facilities 
utilized  by  M  ft  M/Mars,  located  at  or 
near  Hampden  Township,  Cumberland 
County,  Pa.,  to  points  In  Alabama,  Colo¬ 
rado,  Florida,  Georgia,  Iowa,  Illinois, 
Mississippi,  Missouri,  Nebraska,  North 
Carolina,  South  Carolina,  Tennessee, 
Texas,  Kansas,  Minnesota,  Oregon, 
Utah,  Washington,  and  Wisconsin,  for 
180  days.  Applicant  has  also  filed  an 
underlying  ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days 
of  operating  authority.  Supporting 
shipper.  M  L  M/Mars,  Division  of  Mars, 
Inc.,  High  Street,  Hackettstown,  NJ. 
07840.  Send  protests  to:  District  Super¬ 
visor  Joseph  B.  Telchert,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Bureau  of  Oper¬ 
ations,  Monterey  Bldg.,  Suite  101,  8410 
N.W.  53rd  Terrace,  Miami,  Fla.  33166. 

No.  MC  96938  (Sub-No.  5TA),  filed 
April  13,  1977.  Applicant:  ARKANSAS 
TRANSIT  HOMES.  INC.,  8400  Mabel  vale 
Pike,  Little  Rock,  Ark.  72209.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Harold  G.  Hemly,  Jr., 
118  N.  St.  Asaph  St.,  Alexandria,  Va. 
22314.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Trailers, 
designed  to  be  drawn  by  passenger  auto¬ 
mobiles,  except  recreational  vehicles,  and 
buildings,  in  sections,  except  prefabri¬ 
cated  buildings,  in  initial  movements,  in 
truck -away  service,  from  Jackson  and 
Mississippi  Counties,  Ark.  to  points  in 
Oklahoma,  Texas,  Louisiana,  Mississippi 
and  Tennessee,  for  180  days.  Applicant 
has  also  filed  an  underlying  ETA  seek¬ 
ing  up  to  90  days  of  operating  authority. 
Supporting  shipper:  Countryside  Homes, 
Inc.,  P.O.  Box  696,  Newport,  Ark.  72112. 
Richland  Homes,  Inc.,  Manila.  Ark. 


72442.  Send  protests  to:  District  Super¬ 
visor  William  H.  Land.  Jr.,  3108  Federal 
Office  Bldg-  700  West  Capitol.  Little 
Rock,  Ark.  72201. 

No.  MC  107496  (Sub-No.  1075TA) ,  filed 
April  19,  1977.  Applicant:  RUAN 

TRANSPORT  CORPORATION.  3200 
Ruan  Center,  666  Grand  Ave.,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  E.  Check  (same  address  as  ap¬ 
plicant)  .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
fertilizer,  in  bulk,  from  Worthington. 
Minn,  to  points  in  Iowa,  Nebraska.  South 
Dakota,  and  North  Dakota,  for  180  days 
Applicant  has  also  filed  an  underlying 
ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days  of  operating 
authority.  Supporting  shipper:  Batchel- 
ler’s  Ag  Service’s,  P.O.  Box  472,  Worth¬ 
ington,  Minn.  56187.  Send  protests  to: 
Herbert  W.  Allen,  District  Supervisor 
Bureau  of  Operations.  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  518  Federal  Building. 
Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309. 

No.  MC  107496  (Sub- No.  1076TA',  filed 
April  19.  1977.  Applicant:  RUAN 

TRANSPORT  CORPORATION.  3200 
Ruan  Center,  666  Grand  Ave.,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Applicant's  repre¬ 
sentative:  E.  Check  (same  address  as  ap¬ 
plicant)  .  Applicant  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Lime,  in 
bulk,  from  Springfield,  Mo.  to  Wickliffe. 
Ky-  for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper 
West  Vaco  Corporation,  299  Park  Ave¬ 
nue,  New  York,  N.Y.  10017.  Send  protests 
to:  Herbert  W.  Allen,  District  Super¬ 
visor,  Bureau  of  Operations.  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  518  Federal 
Building,  Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309. 

No.  MC  107496  < Sub-No.  1077TA) ,  filed 
April  19,  1977.  Applicant:  RUAN 

TRANSPORT  CORPORATION,  3200 
Ruan  Center,  666  Grand  Ave.,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  E.  Check  (same  address  as  ap¬ 
plicant)  .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
fertilizer  solutions,  in  bulk,  from  La¬ 
crosse,  Wis.  to  paints  in  Minnesota  and 
Iowa,  for  180  days.  Applicant  has  also 
filed  an  underlying  ETA  seeking  up  to 
90  days  of  operating  authority.  Support¬ 
ing  shipper:  Hawkeye  Chemical  Com¬ 
pany,  P.O.  Box  899,  Clinton,  Iowa.  Send 
protests  to:  Herbert  W.  Allen.  District 
Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Operations.  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  518  Fed¬ 
eral  Bldg.,  Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309. 

No.  MC  107496  (Sub-No.  1078TA),  filed 
April  20. 1977.  Applicant:  RUAN  TRANS¬ 
PORT  CORPORATION,  3200  Ruan  Cen¬ 
ter,  666  Grand  Ave.,  Des  Moines.  Iowa 
50309.  Applicant’s  representative:  E. 
Check  (Same  address  as  applicant).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Fly  ash.  in  bulk, 
from  Lansing,  Iowa,  to  points  in  Illinois, 
Wisconsin,  and  Minnesota,  for  180  days. 
Applicant  has  also  filed  an  underlying 
ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days  of  operating 
authority.  Supporting  shipper:  American 
Admistures  Corporation,  5909  N.  Rogers 
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Avenue,  Chicago,  HL  60646.  Send  protests 
to :  Herbert  W.  Allen,  District  Supervisor, 
Bureau  of  Operations,  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  518  federal  Bldg., 
Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309. 

No.  MC  109692  (Sub-No.  44TA) .  filed 
April  7,  1977.  Applicant:  GRAIN  BELT 
TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY.  340 
North  James  St.,  Kansas  City,  Kans. 
66118.  Applicant’s  representative:  War¬ 
ren  H.  Sapp,  4420  Madison,  Kansas  City, 
Kans.  64111.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
at  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Irrigation  systems  and  parts  and  ac¬ 
cessories  therefor,  pipe,  tubing,  light 
poles,  mast  arms,  brackets,  bases  and 
transmission  poles,  and  equipment  and 
supplies  used  in  the  installation  thereof 
(except  commodities  in  bulk) ,  from  the 
plantsite  of  Valmont  Industries,  Inc.,  lo¬ 
cated  at  or  near  Valley,  Nebr.,  to  points 
in  Kansas,  Minnesota,  Missouri.  North 
Dakota,  Oklahoma  and  South  Dakota; 
(2)  equipment,  materials  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture  of  the  com¬ 
modities  named  in  (1)  above,  from  points 
in  Kansas,  Minnesota,  Missouri,  North 
Dakota,  Oklahoma,  and  South  Dakota; 
and  (3)  used  irrigation  systems,  and 
parts  and  accessories  thereof,  and  new 
and  used  equipment,  materials  and  sup¬ 
plies  used  in  the  installation  of  used 
irrigation  systems,  restricted  to  traffic 
moving  for  the  account  of  Valmont  In¬ 
dustries,  Inc.,  between  points  in  Kan¬ 
sas,  Minnesota,  Missouri,  Nebraska, 
North  Dakota,  Oklahoma  and  South 
Dakota,  for  180  days.  Applicant  has  also 
filed  an  underlying  ETA  seeking  up  to 
90  days  of  operating  authority.  Sup¬ 
porting  shipper:  Valmont  Industries, 
Inc.,  Valley,  Nebr.  68064.  Send  protests 
to:  Vernon  V.  Coble,  District  Supervisor, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  600 
Federal  Bldg.,  911  Walnut  Street,  Kan¬ 
sas  City,  Mo.  64106. 

No.  MC  110525  (Sub-No.  1189TA) ,  filed 
April  18,  1977.  Applicant:  CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  520  E. 
Lancaster  Avenue,  P.O.  Box  200,  Down- 
ingtown,  Pa.  19335.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Thomas  J.  O’Brien  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Hydrofluoric  acid,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  Houston,  Tex.,  to  all  points 
in  the  State  of  Montana,  for  180  days. 
Supporting  shipper  (s) ;  Stauffer  Chemi¬ 
cal  Company,  Nyala  Farm  Road,  West¬ 
port,  Conn.  06880.  Sena  protests  to: 
Monica  A.  Blodgett,  Transportation  As¬ 
sistant,  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  600  Arch  Street,  Room  3238,  Phila¬ 
delphia,  Pa.  19106. 

No.  MC  113528  (Sub-No.  28TA),  filed 
April  20,  1977.  Applicant:  MERCURY 
FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1247, 
67  Midtown  Park  East,  Mobile,  Ala. 
36601.  Applicant’s  representative:  Joy 
Stephenson  (same  address  as  applicant) . 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Malt  bev¬ 
erages,  from  Fort  Worth,  Tex.,  to  Colum¬ 
bus,  Griffin,  Vldalla  and  Macon,  Ga„  for 


180  days.  Supporting  shipper:  Dixie  Beer 
Co.,  P.O.  Box  308,  Columbus,  Ga.  30912; 
Macon  Beer  Co.,  202  7th  St.,  Macon,  Ga. 
31201;  Jackson  Distr.  Co.,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box 
377-878  East  Broadway,  Friffin,  Ga. 
30224;  Rushing  Distributing  Company, 
Inc.,  407  E.  Main  St.,  Vadalia,  Ga.  30474. 
Send  protests  to:  Clifford  W.  White,  Dis¬ 
trict  Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Operations, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  Rm. 
1616-2121  Building,  Birmingham.  Ala. 
35203. 

No.  MC  113678  (Sub-No.  666TA),  filed 
April  14,  1977.  Applicant:  CURTIS.  INC., 
4810  Pontiac  St.  Commerce  City  (Den¬ 
ver)  ,  Colo.  80022.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  David  L.  Metzler,  P.O.  Box  16004 
Stockyards  Station,  Denver,  Colo.  80216. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Carpets,  rugs,  floor 
coverings,  and  related  products,  from 
points  in  Georgia,  North  Carolina,  and 
South  Carolina,  to  points  in  California, 
Idaho,  Oregon,  and  Washington,  for  180 
days.  Supporting  shipper  (s) :  There  are 
approximately  twenty -nine  (29)  state¬ 
ments  of  support  attached  to  the  applica¬ 
tion  which  may  be  examined  at  the  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Commission  in  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  or  copies  thereof  which  may 
be  examined  at  the  field  office  named  be¬ 
low.  Send  protests  to:  Herbert  C.  Ruoff, 
District  Supervisor,  492  U.S.  Customs 
House,  721  19th  Street,  Denver,  Colo. 
80202. 

No.  MC  113843  (Sub-No.  240TA),  filed 
April  18,  1977.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  St.,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Lawrence  T.  Sheils,  316 
Summer  St.,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Canned  food  stuffs, 
from:  Napoleon,  Ohio,  to  points  in  New 
Jersey,  New  York,  and  Pennsylvania,  for 
180  days.  Applicant  has  also  filed  an  un¬ 
derlying  ETTA  seeking  up  to  90  days  of 
operating  authority.  Supporting  ship- 
peris)  :  Campbell  Soup  Company,  East 
Maumer  Avenue,  Napoleon,  Ohio  43545. 
Send  protests  to:  District  Supervisor 
John  B.  Thomas,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  150  Causeway  Street,  Room 
501,  Boston,  Mass.  02114. 

No.  MC  114632  (Sub-No.  109TA),  filed 
April  13,  1977.  Applicant:  APPLE  LINES, 
INC.,  212  SW.  2d  St.,  Madison,  S.  Dak. 
57042.  Applicant’s  representative:  Robert 
S.  Lee,  1000  First  National  Bank  Bldg., 
Minneapolis,  Minn.  55402.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Meats,  meat  products, 
meat  byproducts,  and  articles  distrib¬ 
uted  by  meat  packinghouses  as  described 
in  Sections  A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except 
hides  and  commodities  in  bulk),  from 
the  plantsite  and  storage  facilities  of 
Dugdale  Packing  Company  located  at  or 
near  Cozad,  Nebr.,  to  points  in  Colorado, 
Illinois,  Iowa,  Indiana,  Kansas,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Maryland,  Michigan,  Minnesota, 
New  Jersey,  New  York,  Missouri.  North 


Dakota,  Ohio.  Pennsylvania,  South 
Dakota,  and  Wisconsin,  for  180  days. 
Supporting  shipper:  Dugdale  Packing 
Company,  P.O.  Box  166,  Cozad,  Nebr. 
69130,  Darold  E.  Mapes,  Traffic  Mana¬ 
ger.  Send  protests  to:  J.  L.  Hammond, 
District  Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Bureau  of  Operations, 
Room  369,  Federal  Building,  Pierre,  S. 
Dak.  57501. 

No.  MC  115162  (Sub-No.  356TA),  filed 
April  22,  1977.  Applicant:  POOLE 

TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Drawer  500, 
Evergreen,  Ala.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Robert  E.  Tate  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting : 
Lumber  and  wood  products,  from  points 
in  Oxford  County,  Maine;  Lamoille 
County,  Vt„  and  Caledonia  County,  Vt., 
to  points  in  the  United  States  in  and 
east  of  North  Dakota,  South  Dakota. 
Nebraska,  Kansas.  Oklahoma,  and 
Texas,  for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper: 
Vermont  Weatherboard,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box 
536.  15  West  Church  St.,  Hardwick,  Vt. 
05943.  Send  protests  to:  Clifford  W. 
White,  District  Supervisor,  Bureau  of 
Operations,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Room  1616,  2121  Bldg.,  Birming¬ 
ham,  Ala.  35203. 

No.  MC  115311  (Sub-No.  219TA),  filed 
April  20,  1977.  Applicant:  J.  &  M. 
TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
488,  Milledgeville,  Ga.  31061.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Kim  C.  Meyer. 
1600  First  Federal  Bl<jg.,  Atlanta,  Ga 
30303.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Gypsum 
and  gypsum  products  and  materials  and 
supplies  used  in  the  Installation  and  dis¬ 
tribution  thereof,  from  Brunswick,  Ga., 
to  points  in  Georgia,  Kentucky,  and 
Maryland,  for  180  days.  Applicant  has 
also  filed  an  underlying  ETA  seeking  up 
to  90  days  of  operating  authority.  Sup¬ 
porting  shipper:  Georgia-Pacific  Corpo¬ 
ration,  1062  Lancaster  Ave.,  Rosemont, 
Pa.  19010.  Send  protests  to:  Sara  K.  Da¬ 
vis,  Transportation  Assistant,  Bureau  of 
Operations,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  1252  W.  Peachtree  St.  NW., 
Room  546,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30309. 

No.  MC  115322  (Sub-No.  131TA),  filed 
April  20,  1977.  Applicant:  REDWING 
REFRIGERATED,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  10177, 
Taft,  Fla.  32809.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  L.  W.  Fincher,  P.O.  Box  426,  Tam¬ 
pa,  Fla.  33601.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  (1)  Paper,  paper  products,  and 
pulpboard;  and  (2)  materials  and  sup¬ 
plies  used  or  useful  in  the  production  of 
paper,  paper  products,  and  pulpboard, 
(1)  from  Plymouth,  N.C.,  to  points  in 
Massachusetts  and  New  York;  and  (2) 
from  points  in  Massachusetts  and  New 
York,  to  Plymouth,  N.C.,  for  180  days. 
Supporting  shipper:  Weyerhaeuser 
Company,  P.O.  Box  787,  Plymouth,  N.C. 
27962.  Send  protests  to:  District  Su¬ 
pervisor,  G.  H.  Fauss,  Jr,  Bureau  of 
Operations,  Interstate  Commerce  Cotn- 
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mission,  Box  35008,  400  West  Bay  Street, 
Jacksonville,  Fla.  32202. 

No.  MC  116254  (Sub-No.  177TA),  filed 
April  12,  1977.  Applicant:  CHEM-HAUL- 
ERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  339,  Florence, 
Ala.  35630.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Hampton  M.  Mills  (same  address  as  ap¬ 
plicant)  .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Sodium 
aluminate,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
South  Pittsburgh,  Term.,  to  Listerhill 
and  Sheffield,  Ala.,  for  180  days.  Appli¬ 
cant  has  also  filed  an  underlying  ETA 
seeking  up  to  90  days  of  operating  au¬ 
thority.  Supporting  shipper:  Reynolds 
Metals  Company,  Sheffield,  Ala.  Send 
protests  to:  Clifford  W.  White,  District 
Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Operations,  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  Room  1616, 
2121  Building,  Birmingham,  Ala.  35203. 

NO.  MC  117686  (Sub-No.  170TA),  filed 
April  21, 1977.  Applicant:  HIRSCHBACH 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  5000  South  Lewis 
Blvd.,  P.O.  Box  417,  Sioux  City,  Iowa 
51102.  Applicant’s  representative:  George 
L.  Hirschbach  (same  address  as  appli¬ 
cant).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Refined 
sugar,  in  containers,  from  Gramercy,  La., 
to  points  in  North  Dakota,  South  Dakota, 
Minnesota,  and  Nebraska,  for  180  days. 
Applicant  has  filed  an  underlying  ETA 
seeking  up  to  90  days  of  operating  au¬ 
thority.  Supporting  shipper:  O.  G.  Stine, 
Traffic  Manager,  Colonial  Sugars  Co., 
Borden  Inc.,  Gramercy,  La.  70052.  Send 
protests  to:  Carroll  Russell,  District  Su¬ 
pervisor,  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  Suite  620,  110  North  14th  St., 
Omaha,  Nebr.  68102. 

No.  MC  118159  (Sub-No.  208TA),  filed 
April  18,  1977.  Applicant:  NATIONAL 
REFRIGERATED  TRANSPORT,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  51366,  Dawson  Station.  Tulsa, 
Okla.  74151.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Warren  Taylor  (same  address  as  appli¬ 
cant)  .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Meats, 
meat  products,  meat  byproducts,  and 
articles  distributed  by  meat  packing¬ 
houses,  from  the  facilities  of  Elm  Hill 
Meats  Co.,  located  at  or  near  Lexington, 
Ky„  to  points  in  the  United  States  (ex¬ 
cept  Alaska  and  Hawaii),  for  180  day6. 
Applicant  has  also  filed  an  underlying 
ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days  of  operating, 
authority.  Supporting  shipper  (s) :  Elm 
Hill  Meats.  Inc  ,  P.O.  Box  496,  Lexington, 
Ky.  40501.  Send  protests  to:  District  Su¬ 
pervisor  Joe  Green,  Room  240,  Old  Post 
Office  Bldg.,  215  Northwest  Third  St.. 
Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  73102. 

No.  MC  120257  (Sub-No.  35TA>,  filed 
April  6,  1977.  Applicant:  K.  L.  BREEDEN 
&  SONS,  INC.,  401  Alamo  St..  Terrell, 
Tex.  75160.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Bernard  H.  English,  6270  Firth  Rd.,  Fort 
Worth,  Tex.  76116.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Roofing  materials,  composition 
shingles,  rolled  roofing,  roofing  com¬ 
pounds,  and  accessories,  from  the  plant- 


site  and  storage  facilities  of  Elk  Corpora¬ 
tion  located  at  or  near  Stephens.  Ark., 
and  Camden,  Ark.,  to  points  in  Alabama. 
Louisiana,  Mississippi,  Oklahoma.  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Tennessee,  and  Texas,  for  180 
days.  Applicant  has  also  filed  an  under¬ 
lying  ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days  of  op¬ 
erating  authority.  Supporting  shipper: 
Elk  Corporation,  P.O.  Box  37,  Stephens, 
Ark.  71764.  Send  protests  to:  Opal  M. 
Jones.  Transportation  Assistant.  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission.  1100  Com¬ 
merce  Street,  Room  13C12.  Dallas.  Tex. 
75242. 

No.  MC  124679  (Sub-No.  77TA),  filed 
April  19.  1977.  Applicant:  C.  R.  ENG¬ 
LAND  &  SONS,  INC.,  975  West  2100 
South  St.,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  84119. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Daniel  E. 
England.  300  Arrow  Press  Sq.,  P.O.  Box 
2465,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  84110.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Malt  beverages, 
from  Van  Nuys  and  Fairfield,  Calif.,  to 
Moab,  Utah,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shipper:  Archer  Distributing  Co.,  Box 
596,  Price,  Utah  84501.  Send  protests  to: 
District  Supervisor  Lyle  D.  Heifer.  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission.  Bureau  of 
Operations,  5301  Federal  Bldg.,  125 
South  State  St.,  Salt  Lake  City.  Utah 
84138. 

No.  MC  126555  (Sub-No.  47TA),  filed 
April  21,  1977.  Applicant:  UNIVERSAL 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  3000, 
Rapid  City,  S.  Dak.  57701.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Barry  C.  Burnett  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Zeolite  (natural)  from  points  in 
Mineral  County  and  Larimer  County, 
Colo.,  to  points  in  the  United  States  (ex¬ 
cept  Hawaii),  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shipper:  Colorado  Lien  Company,  P.O. 
Box  1961,  Ft.  Collins,  Colo.  80522.  Send 
protests  to:  J.  L.  Hammond,  District  Su¬ 
pervisor,  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  Bureau  of  Operations.  Room  369, 
Federal  Bldg.,  Pierre,  S.  Dak.  57501. 

No.  MC  126844  (Sub-No.  39TA),  filed 
April  7,  1977.  Applicant:  R.  D.  S. 
TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  1713  North  Main 
Road,  Vineland,  N.J.  08360.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Terrence  D.  Jones,  2033 
K  Street  NW„  Suite  300,  Washington. 
D.C.  20006.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Foodstuffs,  in  mechanically  refrigerated 
vehicles,  from  the  plant  sites  and  stor¬ 
age  facilities  of  Standard  Brands  Incor¬ 
porated  located  at  Franklin  Park  and 
Bensenville,  Ill.  to  Jersey  City,  N.J.  and 
Cockeysville,  Md.,  for  180  days.  Applicant 
has  also  filed  an  underlying  ETA  seeking 
up  to  90  days  of  operating  authority. 
Supporting  shipper:  Standard  Brands 
Incorporated,  625  Madison  Avenue,  New 
York,  N.Y.  10022.  Send  protests  to:  Die¬ 
ter  H.  Harper,  District  Supervisor,  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission.  428  East 
State  St.,  Room  204,  Trenton,  N.J.  08608. 

No.  MC  127047  (Sub-No.  24TA),  filed 
April  22,  1977.  Applicant:  ED  RACETTE 


&  SON.  INC.,  6021  North  Broadway. 
Wichita,  Kans.  67219.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  John  E.  Jandera,  641  Harri¬ 
son,  Topeka.  Kans.  66603.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Component  parts  for  mo¬ 
bile  homes  and  recreational  vehicles  (ex¬ 
cept  in  bulk),  from  Hutchinson  and 
Newton,  Kans.,  to  points  in  Idaho,  Mon¬ 
tana,  Utah,  Wyoming,  for  180  days.  Ap¬ 
plicant  has  also  filed  an  underlying  ETA 
seeking  up  to  90  days  of  operating  au¬ 
thority.  Supporting  shipper:  Weyerhau- 
ser,  Inc.,  Newton  Manufacturing  Co., 
Newton,  Kans.  Send  protests  to:  M  E. 
Taylor,  District  Supervisor.  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  101  Litwin  Bldg  . 
Wichita,  Kans.  67202. 

No.  MC  135425  (Sub-No.  25TA>,  filed 
April  18,  1977.  Applicant:  CYCLES 

LIMITED,  P.O.  Box  5715,  Jackson.  Miss 
39208.  Applicant’s  representative:  Mor¬ 
ton  E.  Kiel,  Suite  6193-5  World  Trade 
Center,  New  York,  N.Y.  10048.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier. 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  by  a  manufacturer  of  abrasives 
and  abrasive  products  and  industrial 
materials  and  supplies  and  materials, 
supplies  and  equipment  used  in  the  con¬ 
duct  of  such  business  (except  in  tank 
vehicles)  G)  between  Watervliet  and 
Buffalo,  N.Y.,  on  the  one  hand.  and.  on 
the  other,  Brownsville  and  Stephenville. 
Tex.;  and  (2)  from  Brownsville  and 
Stephenville,  Tex.,  to  points  in  Califor¬ 
nia,  Washington,  Oregon,  and  Greens¬ 
boro,  N.C.,  Memphis,  Tenn.  and  Cleve¬ 
land,  Ohio,  under  a  continuing  contract 
or  contracts  with  Norton  Company,  Wor¬ 
cester,  Mass.  01606.  Supporting  shipper: 
Norton  Company,  Worcester.  Mass. 
01606.  Send  protests  to:  Alan  C.  Tarrant 
District  Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Rm.  212,  145  East  Amite 
Bldg.,  Jackson,  Miss.  39201. 

No.  MC  135425  (Sub-No.  26TA-,  filed 
April  18,  1977.  Applicant:  CYCLES 

LIMITED,  P.O.  Box  5717,  Jackson,  Miss. 
39208.  Applicant’s  representative:  Mor¬ 
ton  E.  Kiel,  Suite  6193-5  World  Trade 
Center,  New  York,  N.Y.  10048.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  by  a  manufacturer  of  abrasives 
and  abrasive  products  and  industrial 
materials  and  supplies,  and  materials, 
supplies  and  equipment  used  in  the  con¬ 
duct  of  such  business  (except  in  tank 
vehicles),  from  Watervliet  and  Gran¬ 
ville,  N.Y.  and  Worcester,  Mass.,  to  points 
in  California,  Oregon,  Washington  and 
Nevada,  under  a  continuing  contract 
with  Norton  Company,  for  180  days.  Ap¬ 
plicant  has  also  filed  an  underlying  ETA 
seeking  up  to  90  days  of  operating  au¬ 
thority.  Supporting  shippetr:  Norton 
Company.  Worcester,  Mass.  01606.  Send 
protests  to:  Allan  C.  Tarrant,  District 
Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Room  212,  145  East  Amite  Bldg., 
Jackson,  Miss.  39201. 

No.  MC  135437  (Sub-No.  13TA) ,  filed 
April  8,  1977.  Applicant:  TRI-NORTH- 
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FASTERN  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  South 
Main  St.  (P.O.  Box  80) ,  Lyndonville,  N.Y. 
14098.  Applicant’s  representative:  John 
M.  Nader,  Route  3,  Box  4,  Bowling  Green, 
Ky.  42101.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Pel¬ 
letized  agricultural  gypsum  and  lime¬ 
stone,  in  bags  (except  in  bulk) .  from 
Irvington,  Ky.,  to  points  in  Alabama, 
Arkansas,  Delaware,  Florida,  Georgia, 
Illinois,  Indiana,  Louisiana,  Maryland, 
Michigan,  Mississippi,  Massachusetts, 
Missouri,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  North 
Carolina,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  South 
Carolina,  Tennessee,  Virginia,  West 
Virginia,  Connecticut,  Rhode  Island,  and 
the  District  of  Columbia,  for  180  days. 
Applicant  has  also  filed  an  underlying 
ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days  of  operating 
authority.  Supporting  shipper:  Ameri¬ 
can  Pelletizing  Corp.,  P.O.  Box  3628, 
Des  Moines,  Iowa  50322.  Send  protests 
to:  George  M.  Parker,  District  Super¬ 
visor,  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Bureau  of  Operations,  910  Federal  Bldg., 
Ill  West  Huron  St.,  Buffalo,  N.Y.  14202. 

No.  MC  135874  (Sub-No.  84TA),  filed 
April  22,  1977.  Applicant:  LTL  PERISH¬ 
ABLES,  INC.,  550  E.  5th  St.  South,  South 
St.  Paul,  Minn.  55075.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Randy  Busse  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Frozen  packaged  potatoes  and  potato 
products  (except  In  bulk)  from  the 
facilities  of  Wiscold,  Inc.  located  at  or 
near  Beaver  Dam,  Wis.,  to  points  In 
Kentucky,  North  Carolina,  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  Virginia  and  West  Virginia,  for  180 
days.  Applicant  has  also  filed  an  under¬ 
lying  ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days  of 
operating  authority.  Supporting  shipper: 
Wiscold,  Inc.,  11400  West  Burleigh  St., 
Wauwatosa,  Wis.  53222.  Send  protests 
to:  Marion  L.  Cheney,  Transportation 
Assistant,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Bureau  of  Operations,  414  Fed¬ 
eral  Bldg.  &  U.S.  Court  House,  110  S.  4th 
St.,  Minneapolis,  Minn.  55401. 

No.  MC  136464  (Sub-No.  29TA),  filed 
April  21,  1977.  Applicant:  CAROLINA 
WESTERN  EXPRESS,  INC.,  Box  3961, 
Gastonia,  N.C.  28052.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Eric  Meierhoefer,  Suite  712, 
1511  K  Street  NW„  Washington,  D.C. 
20005.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Floor 
coverings,  and  materials  and  supplies 
used  in  the  installation,  manufacture, 
packaging  and  sale  therepf,  from  Sparks, 
Nev.  to  points  In  California,  Washington, 
and  Oregon,  under  a  continuing  con¬ 
tract  or  contracts  with  Bigelow-Sanford, 
Inc.,  restricted  to  service  from  Sparks, 
Nev.  and  further  restricted  to  partial 
pickups  in  conjunction  with  shipments 
originating  at  any  other  Bigelow-San¬ 
ford,  Inc.  facility  or  warehouse,  for  180 
days.  Applicant  has  also  filed  an  under¬ 
lying  ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days  of 
operating  authority.  Supporting  ship¬ 
per:  Bigelow-Sanford,  Inc.,  Box  3089, 
Greenville,  S.C.  29602.  Send  protests  to: 
District  Supervisor,  Terrell  Price,  800 


Briar  Creek  Rd.,  Rm.  CC516,  Mart  Office 
Bldg.,  Charlotte,  N.C. 

No.  MC  138274  (Sub-No.  43TA),  filed 
April  19,  1977.  Applicant:  SHIPPERS 
BEST  EXPRESS,  INC.,  2151  North  Red¬ 
wood  Road,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  84116. 
Applicant’s  representative:  D.  Michael 
Jorgensen,  300  Arrow  Press  Square  No. 
2,  P.O.  Box  2465,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah 
84110.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Meats 
and  meat  products  and  articles  distrib¬ 
uted  by  meat  packinghouses,  as  described 
in  Sections  A  and  C  of  Appendix  1  to  the 
report  In  Descriptions  In  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (ex¬ 
cept  commodities  In  bulk) ,  from  Denver, 
Colo,  and  its  commercial  zone  to  points 
in  California,  Arizona,  Oregon  and 
Washington,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shipper:  Flavorland  Industries,  P.O.  Box 
16345,  5590  High  St.,  Denver,  Colo.  80216. 
Send  protests  to:  District  Supervisor, 
Lyle  D.  Heifer,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Bureau  of  Operations,  5301 
Federal  Bldg.,  125  South  State  St..  Salt 
Lake  City,  Utah  84138. 

No.  MC  138328  (Sub-No.  36TA) ,  filed 
April  13.  1977.  Applicant:  CLARENCE  L. 
WERNER,  doing  business  as  WERNER 
ENTERPRISES,  14507  Frontier  Rd, 
Omaha,  Nebr.  68137.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Donna  Ehrlich  (same  address 
as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehi¬ 
cle  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Tires,  from  Kansas  City,  Mo,  to  points 
in  Montana,  for  180  days.  Applicant  has 
also  filed  an  underlying  ETA  seeking  up 
to  90  days  of  operating  authority.  Sup¬ 
porting  shipper(s) :  John  T.  Cowden, 
Vice  President  and  General  Manager, 
Big  O  Tires  of  Idaho,  P.  O.  Box  5539, 
Boise,  Idaho.  83705.  fiend  protests  to: 
Carroll  Russell,  District  Supervisor,  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Commission.  Suite 
620,  110  No.  14th  St,  Omaha,  Nebr. 
68102. 

No.  MC  139227  (Sub-No.  2TA),  filed 
April  20,  1977.  Applicant:  ROYAL 

TRANSPORTS,  INC,  P.O.  Box  12628, 
North  Kansas  City,  Mo.  64116.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Harold  D.  Holwlck 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier. 
by  motor  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Crude  oil,  in  bulk.  In  tank  ve¬ 
hicles,  from  Richardson  County,  Nebr. 
to  points  in  Miami  and  Johnson  Coun¬ 
ties,  Kans,  for  180  days.  Applicant  has 
also  filed  an  underlying  ETA  seeking  up 
to  90  days  of  operating  authority.  Sup¬ 
porting  shipper:  Blue  Bird  Oil  Company, 
5540  Raytown  Road,  Raytown.  Mo.  Send 
protests  to:  Vernon  V.  Coble,  District 
Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  600  Federal  Bldg,  911  Walnut 
St.,  Kansas  City,  Mo.  64106. 

No.  MC  139269  (Sub-No.  11TA),  filed 
April  8,  1977.  Applicant:  C.  P.  CRASKA, 
INC,  10422  Cosby  Manor  Rd,  Utica,  N.Y. 
13502.  Applicant’s  representative:  Mur¬ 
ray  J.  S.  Kirshtein,  118  Bleecker  Street, 
Utica,  N.Y.  13501.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 


vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Foodstuffs,  in  mechanically  tem¬ 
perature  controlled  vehicles,  from  Jersey 
City,  N.J.  and  25  miles  thereof  and  New 
York,  N.Y,  to  points  in  Vermont,  New 
Hampshire  and  New  York,  for  180  days. 
Applicant  has  also  filed  an  underlying 
ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days  of  operating 
authority.  Supporting  shipper:  There  are 
approximately  (5)  statements  of  sup¬ 
port  attached  to  the  application,  which 
may  be  examined  at  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission  in  Washington,  D.C, 
or  copies  thereof  which  may  be  exam¬ 
ined  at  the  field  office  named  below. 
Send  protests  to:  District  Supervisor, 
Morris  H.  Gross,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Rm.  1259  UJS.  Court  House 
&  Federal  Bldg,  100  So.  Clinton  St, 
Syracuse,  N.Y.  13202. 

No.  MC  141033  (Sub-No.  22TA),  filed 
April  13,  1977.  Applicant:  CONTINEN¬ 
TAL  CONTRACT  CARRIER  CORP, 
15045  E.  Salt  Lake  Ave,  P.O.  Box 
1257,  City  of  Industry,  Calif.  91749. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Richard  A 
Peterson,  P.O.  Box  81849,  Lincoln, 
Nebr.  68501.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Foodstuffs  (not  frozen  ,  not 
bulk)  In  mixed  shipments  with  liquid 
bleach,  dry  bleach,  animal  litter,  cook¬ 
ing  oils,  and  cleaning  compounds,  from 
(a)  the  plantsites  or  facilities  of  the 
Clorox  Company  located  at  Charlotte, 
N.C.  to  points  In  Kentucky,  Tennessee 
and  West  Virginia;  (b)  from  the  plant- 
sites  or  facilities  of  the  Clorox  Com¬ 
pany  located  at  Chicago,  Ill.  to  points 
in  Iowa.  Kentucky,  lower  peninsula  of 
Michigan,  Missouri  and  Wisconsin;  (c) 
from  the  plantsites  or  facilities  of 
the  Clorox  Company  located  at  Hous¬ 
ton,  Tex.  to  points  in  Arkansas. 
Georgia,  Missouri,  New  Mexico,  Okla¬ 
homa,  and  Tennessee;  (d)  from  the 
plantsites  or  facilities  of  The  Clorox 
Company  located  at  Jersey  City,  N.J.  to 
points  in  Connecticut,  Maine,  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  New  Hampshire,  New  York, 
Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  and  Ver¬ 
mont;  (e)  from  the  plantsites  or  facil¬ 
ities  of  The  Clorox  Company  located  at 
Los  Angeles,  Calif,  to  points  in  Oregon. 
Utah  and  Washington;  and  (f)  from  the 
plantsites  or  facilities  of  The  Clorox 
Company  located  at  Oakland,  Calif,  to 
points  in  Colorado,  Idaho,  Montana, 
Utah  and  Wyoming,  restricted  to  ship¬ 
ments  originating  at  the  above-named 
described  plantsites  or  facilities,  for  180 
days.  Supporting  shipper:  The  Clorox 
Company,  1221  Broadway,  Oakland, 
Calif.  94612.  Send  protests  to:  Irene 
Carlos,  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  Rm.  1331  Federal  Bldg.,  300  North 
Los  Angeles  St.,  Los  Angeles,  Calif.  90012. 

No.  MC  141774  (Sub-No.  7TA),  filed 
April  19, 1977.  Applicant:  R  k  L  TRUCK¬ 
ING  INC.,  105  Rocket  Avenue,  Opelika. 
Ala.  36801.  Applicant's  representative: 
Robert  E.  Tate,  P.O.  Box  517,  Evergreen. 
Ala.  36401.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Plastic  bags,  plastic  can  liners,  plastic 
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containers  and  plastic  articles;  and  (2) 
materials  and  supplies  used  In  the  manu¬ 
facture  of  plastic  bags,  plastic  can  liners, 
plastic  containers,  and  plastic  articles 
(except  commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles),  (1)  from  the  facilities  utilized 
by  Bes-Pak  &  Company,  Inc.,  in  Montgo¬ 
mery  County,  Ala,  to  points  in  Florida; 
Louisville,  Ky.:  St.  Louis,  Mo.;  and  Mem¬ 
phis,  Tenn.;  and  (2)  from  Florida;  and 
Louisville,  Ky.;  St.  Louis.  Mo.;  and  Mem¬ 
phis,  Tenn.  to  the  facilities  utilized  by 
Bes-Pak  &  Company,  Inc.  in  Montgomery 
County,  Ala.,  for  180  days.  Applicant  has 
also  filed  an  underlying  ETA  seeking  up 
to  90  days  of  operating  authority.  Sup¬ 
porting  shipper:  Bes-Pak  &  Company, 


Inc.,  P.O.  Drawer  2190,  Montgomery. 
Ala.  36103.  Send  protest  to:  Clifford  W. 
White,  District  Supervisor,  Bureau  of 
Operations,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission.  Rm.  1616-2121  Bldg.,  Birming¬ 
ham.  Ala.  35203. 

No.  MC  142335  (Sub-No.  1TA),  filed 
April  18, 1977.  Applicant:  C  &  E  TRUCK¬ 
ING  COMPANY.  INC,  8434  Tepic  Drive, 
Paramount,  Calif.  90723.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Jerry  Solomon  Berger,  433 
North  Camden  Drive,  Beverly  Hills, 
Calif.  90210.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Waste  and  scrap  paper  for  recycling, 
from  points  in  Maricopa  and  Pima  Coun¬ 


ties,  Arlz.,  to  plant  facilities  utilized  by 
Crown  Zellerbach  Corporation  located  at 
or  near  Antioch,  Calif.,  for  180  days.  Ap¬ 
plicant  has  also  filed  an  underlying  ETA 
seeking  up  to  90  days  of  operating  au¬ 
thority.  Supporting  shipper(s) :  Crown 
Zellerbach  Corporation,  One  Bush  Street. 
San  Francisco,  Calif.  Send  protests  to: 
Irene  Carlos,  Transportation  Assistant, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  Room 
1321  Federal  Building,  300  North  Los  An¬ 
geles  Street,  Los  Angeles,  Calif.  90012. 

By  the  Commission. 

Robert  L.  Oswald, 
Secretary. 

[JB  Doc. 77-1  SMI  rood  6-9-77:8:45  am] 
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1 

AGENCY  HOLDING  THE  MEETING: 
Consumer  Product  Safety  Commission. 

DATE  AND  TIME:  May  5.  1977,  9:30 

am. 

LOCATION:  3rd  Floor  Hearing  Room, 
1111  18th  St.  NW„  Washington,  D.C. 

STATUS:  Closed. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

The  Commission  met  with  staff  to  dis¬ 
cuss  a  proposed  corrective  action  plan 
and  settlement  of  a  civil  penalty  in  a 
substantial  product  hazard  case  involv¬ 
ing  “Mr.  Coffee”  coffee  makers  manu¬ 
factured  by  North  American  Systems.  In 
voting  to  hold  the  meeting,  the  Com¬ 
mission  determined  that  Agency  busi¬ 
ness  required  that  the  Commission  meet 
without  the  normal  seven  days  advance 
notice. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  ADDITION¬ 
AL  INFORMATION: 

Sheldon  D.  Butts.  Assistant  Secre- 
1  tary.  Office  of  the  Secretary,  Suite  300, 
1111  18th  St.  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20207.  Telephone  (202-834-7700). 

[S-3 56-77  Filed  5-5-77;  11 : 68  amj 

1  - 

2 

AGENCY  HOLDING  THE  MEETING: 
Federal  Communications  Commission. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  9:30  a.m.,  May  11, 
1977. 

PLACE:  Room  856,  1919  M  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C. 

STATUS:  Closed  Commission  Meeting. 
MATTER  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

Fifth  Notice  of  Inquiry  relative  to  prepa¬ 
ration  for  the  1979  World  Administrative 
Radio  Conference  (Docket  No.  20271). 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE  IN¬ 
FORMATION: 

Samuel  M.  Sharkey,  FCC  Public  Infor¬ 
mation  Officer,  telephone  number 
(202-632-7260) . 

Issued:  May  4,  1977. 

[S -862-77  Filed  5-6-77,8:45  am) 


3 

AGENCY  HOLDING  THE  MEETING: 
Federal  Election  Commission. 

DATE  AND  TIME:  Thursday,  May  12, 
1977,  at  10  a.m. 

PLACE:  1325  K  St.  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20463. 

STATUS:  Portions  of  this  meeting  will 
be  open  to  the  public  and  portions  will  be 
closed  to  the  public. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

Portion  of  meeting  open  to  the  public: 

I.  Future  meetings. 

II.  Correction  and  approval  of  min¬ 

utes,  April  28, 1977. 

III.  Election  of  Commission  Chairman 

and  Vice  Chairman. 

IV.  Certification: 

A.  Certification  of  a  Supplemental 

Payment  to  the  Democratic 
National  Convention  Commit¬ 
tee,  Inc. 

B.  Repayment  Request  pursuant  to 

26  U.S.fc.  §  9038 

V.  Advisory  opinions: 

A.  AO  1977-6. 

B.  AO  1977-8. 

C.  AOR  1977-2  <  preliminary  discus¬ 

sion). 

VI.  FEC  computer  program  recom¬ 

mendations. 

Portion  of  meeting  closed  to  the  public : 

VII.  Executive  Session : 

A.  Compliance. 

B.  Personnel:  — - 

PERSON  TO  CONTACT  FOR  INFOR¬ 
MATION: 

David  Fiske.  Press  Officer,  Telephone: 
202-523-4065. 

Marjorie  W.  Emmons, 
Secretary  to  the  Commission. 
[S-367-77  Filed  6-5-77; 2: 34  pm] 


4 

AGENCY  HOLDING  THE  MEETING: 
Federal  Power  Commission. 

FEDERAL  REGISTER  CITATION  OF 
PREVIOUS  ANNOUNCEMENT:  (Sent 
to  F.R.  of  4-27-77.) 

PREVIOUSLY  ANNOUNCED  TIME  AND 
DATE  OF  MEETING:  May  4, 1977,  2  p.m. 

CHANGE  IN  THE  MEETING : 

Addition  of  G-19,  Docket  Nos.  CP77- 
100,  CP77-101,  and  CP77-102,  Tenneco 
Atlantic  Pipeline  Company ;  Docket 
No.  CP77-103,  Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline 
Company. 

Addition  of  G-20,  Hartsville  Gas  Com¬ 
pany  and  Creal  Springs,  Illinois. 
Addition  of  G-21,  Docket  No.  CP77- 
286,  Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line 


Corporation:  Docket  No.  CP77-316, 
United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Company. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb. 

Secretary. 

| S-358-77  Filed  6-5-77; 2: 44  pm) 
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AGENCY  HOLDING  THE  MEETING: 
Indian  Claims  Commission.  . 

TIME  AND  DATE:  10:15  a.m.,  May  18. 
1977. 

PLACE:  Room  600,  1730  K  Street  NW  , 
Washington,  D.C. 

STATUS:  Open  to  the  public. 

Docket  29-J,  Hannahville  (Potawa- 
tomi). 

Docket  100-B-l,  Klamath  and  Modoc. 
Docket  272,  Creek. 

Docket  342-G,  Seneca. 

FOR  MORE  INFORMATION: 

David  H.  Bigelow,  Executive  Director, 
Room  640,  1730  K  Street  NW„  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20006.  Tel.  (202) -653- 
6184). 

IS-364-77  Filed  5-6-77.8:50  am) 


6 

AGENCY  HOLDING  THE  MEETING. 
Postal  Rate  Commission. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  9:30  a.m.  Thursday, 
May  12,  17977. 

PLACE:  Conference  Room,  Room  500, 
2000  L  St.  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

STATUS:  Closed. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

1.  Docket  No.  MC76-1. 

2.  Docket  No.  MC76-3. 

3.  Docket  No.  MC76-4. 

CONTACT  PERSONS  FOR  MORE  IN¬ 
FORMATION: 

Ned  Callan,  Information  Officer,  Posted 
Rate  Commission,  Room  500,  2000  L 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20268. 
Telephone  (202-254-5614). 

| S-365-77  Filed  6-6-77;  10:58  ami 
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AGENCY  HOLDING  THE  MEETING: 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission. 

PREVIOUS  NOTICE  DATED:  May  3, 
1977. 

PREVIOUSLY  ANNOUNCED  TIME 
AND  DATE  OF  MEETING:  10  ajn., 
Thursday,  May  12,  1977. 

CHANGES  IN  THE  MEETING: 

The  Commission  will  hold  an  open 
meeting  to  consider  alternative  courses 
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of  action  with  respect  to  Off-Board 
Trading  Restriction*  of  National  Se¬ 
curities  Exchanges  at  10  a  m.  on 
Thursday.  May  12,  1977. 

The  items  previously  scheduled  for 
consideration  on  Thursday.  May  IX 
1977,  will  be  considered  at  an  open 
meeting  on  Wednesday.  May  11,  1977, 
at  3  p.m. 

Chairman  Williams.  Commissioners 
Loomis,  Evans,  and  Pollack  deter¬ 
mined  that  Commission  business  re¬ 
quires  the  above  changes,  that  no  ear¬ 
lier  notice  thereof  was  possible  and  the 
said  Commissioners  voted  to  approve 
the  changes. 

FOR  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Lawrence  A.  Horn  (202-755-1563) . 
Dated:  May  5, 1977. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

[S-363-77  Filed  5-6-77;8:45  am] 
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AGENCY  HOLDING  THE  MEETING: 

Tennessee  Valley  Authority. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  10:30  a  m.,  Thursday, 

May  12,  1977. 

PLACE:  Conference  Room  B-32,  West 

Tower,  400  Commerce  Avenue,  Knox¬ 
ville,  Tennessee. 

STATUS:  Open. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

A — Personnel  Actions — None 

B — Consulting  and  Personal  Service 
Contracts 

1.  Renewal  of  consulting  contract 
with  Gordon  F.  Palm  &  Associates, 
Inc.,  Lakeland,  Florida — Division 
of  Chemical  Development. 

C — Purchase  Awards 

1.  Req.  No.  821322 — Electrical  pene¬ 
tration  assemblies  for  Bellefonte 
Nuclear  Plant. 

2.  Req.  No.  822199 — Requirement 
contract  for  steel  reinforcing  bars 
for  proposed  Hartsville  Nuclear 
Plant. 

3.  Amendment  to  Contract  74C61- 
85499  with  Brown  Boveri  Corpora¬ 
tion,  North  Brunswick,  New  Jersey, 
for  turbogenerators  for  proposed 
Hartsville  and  Phipps  Bend  Nu¬ 
clear  Plants. 

4.  Negotiation  No.  143538 — Com¬ 
pletely  bladed  high  pressure  rotor 
and  accessories  for  Widows  Creek 
Steam  Plant. 


5.  Req.  No.  821398 — Structural  steel 
for  auxiliary  building  for  proposed 
Hartsville  and  Phipps  Bend  Nu¬ 
clear  Plants. 

6.  Req.  No.  821400 — Structural  steel 
for  control  building  for  the  pro¬ 
posed  Hartsville  and  Phipps  Bend 
Nuclear  Plants. 

7.  Req.  No.  543370 — Indefinite  quan¬ 
tity  term  contract  for  stainless 
steel  for  any  TV  A  project  or  ware¬ 
house. 

8.  Amendment  to  Contract  74C57- 
83659  with  Ecokel,  Cincinnati, 
Ohio,  for  cooling  towers  for  Se¬ 
quoyah  Nuclear  Plant,  units  1 
and  2. 

9.  Req.  No.  820721 — Gate,  globe,  and 
check  valves  for  proposed  Harts¬ 
ville  and  Phipps  Bend  Nuclear 
Plants. 

10.  Req.  No.  87381 — Gate,  globe,  and 
check  valves  for  proposed  Harts¬ 
ville  and  Phipps  Bend  Nuclear 
Plants. 

11.  Req.  No.  822167— Fire  detection 
systems  for  Sequoyah  and  Watts 
Bar  Nuclear  Plants. 

D — Project  Authorizations 

1.  No.  3230 — 1977  emergency  flood 
relief  for  the  Upper  Clinch-Powell 
area  of  Tennessee  and  Virginia. 

2.  No.  3226 — Evaluation  of  Dowa  SO. 
scrubbing  system  (in  collaboration 
with  Electric  Power  Research  In¬ 
stitute  and  the  Dowa  Mining  Com¬ 
pany,  Ltd.) . 

E — Fertilizer  Items — None 
F — Power  Items 

1.  Resolution  relating  to  change  in 
funding  authority  in  exploration 
and  milling  agreement  between 
TVA  and  Federal- American  Part¬ 
ners. 

2.  New  power  contract  with  City  of 
Murfreesboro,  Tennessee. 

3.  Lease-purchase  and  amendatory 
agreement  with  the  City  of  Dyers- 
burg,  Tennessee — lease  of  TVA’s 
West  Dyersburg  Substation  and 
termination  of  13.2-kV  delivery 
point. 

4.  Letter  agreement  with  the  US. 
Energy  Research  and  Develop¬ 
ment  Administration — power  sup¬ 
ply  for  Oak  Ridge  and  Puducah 
projects. 

G — Real  Property  Transactions 

1.  Grant  of  30-year  recreation  ease¬ 
ment  to  the  State  of  Tennessee, 
Department  of  Conservation,  af¬ 


fecting  73  acres  of  land  in  Polk 
County,  Tennessee — tract  XTAR- 
6RE. 

2.  Resolution  relating  to  sale  of  cabin 
site  land  in  Sequoyah  Landing 
Subdivision,  Anderson  County, 
Tennessee — tract  XNR-601 : 10. 

3.  Resolution  relating  to  modifica- 
cation  of  deed  to  approximately 
1.75  acres  of  a  26.9-acre  tract  on 
Fort  Loudoun  Reservoir  to  permit 
location  of  a  substation — tract 
XTFL-78. 

4.  Resolution  relating  to  grant  of 
permanent  highway  easement  af¬ 
fecting  2.05  acres  of  Hlwassee  Res¬ 
ervoir  land  in  Cherokee  County. 
North  Carolina — tract  XTFBR- 
27H. 

5.  Filing  of  condemnation  suits. 

H — Unclassified 

1.  Resolution  relating  to  settlement 
agreement  with  Randall  K.  Os¬ 
borne  d.b.a.  Osborne  Coal  Com¬ 
pany  in  connection  with  alleged 
breach  of  contract. 

2.  Resolution  relating  to  delegation  of 
authority  with  respect  to  amend¬ 
ments  to  uranium  mineral  rights 
contracts. 

3.  Agreement  with  Coppers  &  Ly- 
brand.  New  York,  New  York,  for 
professional  accounting  services. 

In  connection  with  the  Board’s  quarterly 
financial  review,  data,  and  information 
concerning  current  and  anticipated  con¬ 
ditions  and  costs  affecting  TVA’s  power 
operations  and  the  adequacy  of  revenues 
to  meet  the  requirements  of  the  TVA  Act 
and  the  tests  and  provisions  of  its  bond 
resolutions  will  be  discussed  with  the 
Board.  This  data  and  Information  will  be 
considered  by  the  Board  in  its  determi¬ 
nation  to  be  made  at  a  future  date  as  to 
whether  an  adjustment  of  the  rates  and 
charges  for  the  sale  of  electric  power  win 
be  necessary  during  the  quarter  begin¬ 
ning  July  1,1977. 

DATED:  May  5,  1977. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE  IN¬ 
FORMATION: 

John  Van  Mol,  Director  of  Informa¬ 
tion,  or  a  member  of  his  staff  can  re¬ 
spond  to  requests  for  Information 
about  this  meeting.  Call  615-632-3257, 
Knoxville,  Tennessee.  Information  Is 
also  available  at  TVA’s  Washington 
Office,  202-343-4537. 

[S-381-77  Filed  5-8-77:8:45  am] 
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